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,j RELATED APPLICATIONS 

This application claims the benefit of U.S. Provisional Application No. 
yi 5 60/236,289, filed on September 28, 2000. The entire teachings of the above application 

J are incorporated herein by reference. 

Q 

^ BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

Sj In recent years, the number of users on the internet has increased exponentially. 

|t With this increase in popularity, there has also come an increased demand for tools 

10 which enhance the "on line experience." To this end, new object oriented computer 
programming languages such as Java"^^ have been developed. While these languages 
are an advance over prior technology, there is still room for improvement, particularly in 
the ability to efficiently modify layout of complex structures of graphical objects in 
variable sized windows. It is difficult to implement high quality, real time graphics on a 
15 web site using these languages. 

Java allows minimum and maximum sizes to be specified for graphical objects 
and uses those values in a way that causes objects to act more stretchy when the 
differences between their minimum and maximum sizes is large. 
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A language explicitly developed for internet applications is the MIT Curl 
Language by M. Hostetter et al, "Curl: A Gentle Slope Language for the Web," 
WorldWideWeb Journal Vol H. Issue 2, 0*Reilly & Associates, Spring 1997. 
Embodiments of the present invention extend the Curl language. (The language of this 
5 embodiment of the present invention will be referenced as "Curl" and is to be 

distinguished from the prior "MIT Curl" language.) MIT Curl used a three-pass layout 
negotiation scheme and allowed objects to describe their size preferences in terms of a 
minimum size and a stretchiness coefficient. 

TeX is a widely used text formatting program developed by Donald Knuth. 

10 Donald E. Knuth, The TeXBook , Addison- Wesley, Reading, MA, 1984. TeX uses a 
concept known as "glue" to express dimensional preferences of fill objects and 
incorporates different stretch and compression orders that can be used to describe the 
stretchiness and compressibility of different kinds of fill objects. As the overall 
dimensions of a layout change, the dimensions of individual fill objects change 

1 5 dependent on preferred sizes and stretchiness of those objects. 

A graphics tool kit developed by Robert Halstead called Stk incorporates the 
concept of an elastic, known as "glue," having a minimum size, a stretchiness 
coefficient and a stretch order associated with graphical objects having content. The 
tool kit formalizes the layout computations of horizontal and vertical boxes of graphical 

20 objects in terms of elastic add, max and divide operations. Stk is not widely known or 
used. The layout mechanism of Stk was incorporated into Swat, a graphics toolkit 
developed at MIT by Harold Abelson, James Miller and Natalya Cohen. 



SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

The Curl programming language facilitates the layout of many different types of 
25 graphical objects. Distinct stretch and compression properties are defined for unit 
graphical objects with content. Those properties are processed to define individual 
layouts of the graphical objects within an overall graphical layout. Processing is 
facilitated by associating size preferences directly with unit graphical objects having 
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content as opposed to being associated merely with fill objects which surround the 
content objects. 

Preferably, the stretch properties comprise stretchiness coefficients to be applied 
to sizes designated for the graphical objects, and the compression properties comprise 
5 compressibility coefficients to be applied to the sizes designated for the graphical 

objects. The stretch and compression properties may comprise stretch and compression 
orders to indicate substantial relative differences between stretchiness and 
compressibility relative to those properties of other graphical objects. Stretch and 
compression properties of the graphical objects may also be defined through compact 
10 representations which share like stretch and compression properties. 

Preferably, the data structures defining elastics of the graphical objects define 
minimum and preferred sizes of the graphical objects, and those minimum and preferred 
sizes are processed to define the individual layouts. 

Various operations can be applied to the graphical objects, such as the add, max, 
15 and divide operations described in U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 09/364,470 
entitled "Multiple Pass Layout of Graphical Objects with Elastics." 
However with some graphical objects, such as grids and tables, the Elastic add, max, 
and divide operations are not enough. There is also a need for an Elastic "difference" or 
subtract operation, which is applied in situations in which a size preference must be 
20 subtracted firom other size preferences. 

Embodiments for processing graphical objects for layout include defining a first 
graphical object and a second graphical object, with each graphical object having a size 
preference, and subtracting the second size preference fi"om the first size preference, 
resulting in a resultant size preference dependent on the size preferences of the graphical 
25 objects. 

Embodiments of the elasfic difference operation compute the size of a resultant 
size preference by subtracting the size of the second size preference fi-om the size of the 
first size preference. However, the size of the resultant size preference may be no less 
than a minimum value of zero. 
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Embodiments of the elastic difference operation determine the compression 
properties of the resultant size preference from the compression properties of the first 
size preference and the stretch properties of the second size preference. The 
compression properties of the resultant size preference may be set equal to the stretch 
5 properties of the second size preference if the compress order of the first size preference 
is less than the stretch order of the second size preference. Altematively, the 
compression properties of the resultant size preference may be set equal to the 
compression properties of the first size preference if the compress order of the first size 
preference is greater than the stretch order of the second size preference. The 

10 compressibility coefficient of the resultant size preference may be set equal to the sum 
of the compressibility coefficient of the first size preference and the stretchiness 
coefficient of the second size preference if the compress order of the first size 
preference is equal to the stretch order of the second size preference. 

Similarly, embodiments of the elastic difference operation determine the stretch 

15 properties of the resultant size preference from stretch properties of the first size 
preference and compression properties of the second size preference. The stretch 
properties of the resultant size preference may be set equal to the compression 
properties of the second size preference if the stretch order of the first size preference is 
less than the compress order of the second size preference. Altematively, the stretch 

20 properties of the resultant size preference may be set equal to the stretch properties of 
the first size preference if the stretch order of the first size preference is greater than the 
compress order of the second size preference. The stretchiness coefficient of the 
resultant size preference may be set equal to the sum of the stretchiness coefficient of 
the first size preference and the compressibility coefficient of the second size preference 

25 if the stretch order of the first size preference is equal to the compress order of the 
second size preference. 

Furthermore, embodiments of the elastic difference operation may adjust the 
stretch properties of the resultant size preference to be at least as compliant as the 
compression properties of the resultant size preference, due to the assumption that 



stretch properties are equally compliant or more compliant than a graphical objects 
compression properties. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

Figure 1 is a table including entries that span rows and columns. 
Figure 2 is a table including complex column-spanning relationships. 
Figure 3 is a grid having overlapping elements. 

Figure 4 is a fiducial graph for the horizontal dimension of the grid of Figure 3 
according to one embodiment.. 

Figure 5 is a fiducial graph for the vertical dimension of the grid of Figure 3 
according to one embodiment.. 

Figure 6A is a basic series-parallel graph referred to as a leaf graph according to 
one embodiment. 

Figure 6B is a parallel composition of two series-parallel graphs according to 
one embodiment.. 

Figure 6C is a series composition of two series-parallel graphs according to one 
embodiment.. 

Figure 7 is a series-parallel composition tree for the fiducial graph of Figure 4 
according to one embodiment. 

Figure 8 is a simple grid topology that yields non-series-parallel fiducial graphs. 

Figure 9 is the non-series-parallel fiducial graph corresponding to the horizontal 
dimension of the grid of Figure 8 according to one embodiment.. 

Figure 10 is a diagram illustrating the Elastic difference operation according to 
one embodiment. 

Figure 1 1 is a partially reduced fiducial graph for which Algorithm 6 does not 
terminate. 

Figure 12 is an example of a fiducial graph. 

Figure 13 is an example of a fiducial graph having critical chains. 
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Figure 14 is a diagram illustrating the shortening of a constraint's Elastic for step 
(lOB) of Algorithm 12 according to one embodiment. 

Figure 15 is a fiducial graph including an origin node. 
Figure 16 is a simple fiducial graph having an origin node. 
5 Figure 17 is a table having the origins of some elements aligned. 

The foregoing and other objects, features and advantages of the invention v^ill be 
apparent from the following more particular description of preferred embodiments of 
the invention, as illustrated in the accompanying draw^ings in which like reference 
characters refer to the same parts throughout the different views. The drawings are not 
10 necessarily to scale, emphasis instead being placed upon illustrating the principles of the 
invention. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION 
jjl A description of preferred embodiments of the invention follows. 

T The Curl programming language facilitates the layout of many different types of 

y 15 graphical objects. Size preferences comprising distinct stretch and compression 

rU properties are defined for unit graphical objects with content. Those properties are 

processed to define individual layouts of the graphical objects within an overall 
graphical layout. The preferred data structure defining size preferences is called an 
elastic and comprises a size value, a stretch property, and a compression property 
20 independent of the stretch property. Processing is facilitated by associating the elastics 
directly with unit graphical objects having content as opposed to being associated 
merely with fill objects which surround the content objects. 

Preferably, the stretch properties comprise stretchiness coefficients to be applied 
to sizes designated for the graphical objects, and the compression properties comprise 
25 compressibility coefficients to be applied to the sizes designated for the graphical 

objects. The stretch and compression properties may comprise stretch and compression 
orders to indicate substantial relative differences between stretchiness and 
compressibility relative to those properties of other graphical objects. Stretch and 
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compression properties of the graphical objects may also be defined through compact 
representations which share like stretch and compression properties. 

Preferably, the data structures defining elastics of the graphical objects define 
minimum and preferred sizes of the graphical objects, and those minimum and preferred 
5 sizes are processed to define the individual layouts. 

Various operations can be applied to the graphical objects. In an add operation, 
the stretchiness and compressibility coefficients of plural graphical objects are summed 
dependent on the relative stretch and compression orders. Specifically, the stretchiness 
and compressibility coefficients, respectively, are summed if the respective stretch and 
^ 10 compression orders are equal, and if the respective stretch and compression orders are 

not equal, an add result includes the stretchiness and compressibility coefficients of the 
m graphical object indicated to be most elastic by the stretch and compression orders. The 

^ stretch and compress orders, respectively, having the greatest elasticity may be taken as 

01 the order of properties of the add result. 

7^ 15 hi a max operation, a size is selected fi"om two graphical objects dependent on 

the relative compressibihty and stretchability of the graphical objects. A max result is 

rU the size of the graphical object whose elasticity toward the other size is the least. The 

Si 

□ stretch and compression properties of the max result are selected from the graphical 

^ object firom which size was selected or, if the size of the two graphical objects is the 

20 same, firom the graphical object which was least elastic. 

A divide operation can be applied to two elastics and a length. It computes the 
portion of the length that should be apportioned to each elastic if the two elastics were 
placed end to end and that assembly stretched or compressed to take on the specified 
length. Such elastic operations (e.g., add, max, and divide) may be utilized in 
25 embodiments of the invention for processing grids and tables for graphical layout. 

When presenting information graphically, it is firequently desirable to present 
information in a tabular form. Such a presentation organizes data and/or graphics into 
rows and columns. It is firequently desirable for some of the data to span multiple rows 
and columns. Figure 1 is a table including entries that span rows and columns. 
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Figure 1 can be viewed as a table 100 containing twelve rows and four columns, 
but several elements span multiple rows or columns. For example, the element 1 10 
containing "Record" spans two columns, the element 120 containing "AL East" spans 
five rows, and the entry 130 containing "Team" spans two rows and two columns, 
5 Depending on the content of a table, the structure of row/column spanning 

relationships can vary greatly. For example, an evening's lineup of television programs 
can be presented in a tabular display such as that of Figure 2. Figure 2 is a table 200 
including complex column-spanning relationships. 

It is desirable to provide the capability to produce tabular displays such as those 

10 illustrated in Figures 1 and 2 when using a layout system based on elastics. U.S. Patent 
Application Serial No. 09/364,470 entitled "Multiple Pass Layout of Graphical Objects 
with Elastics" filed July 30, 1999 by Halstead et al, is an example of a preferred layout 
system based on elastics, the entire teachings of which are incorporated herein by 
reference. In such a system, the preferred sizes and elasticities of each table element are 

15 described using Elastic objects. Based on this information, the layout system must: 

1. Compute the preferred sizes and elasticities of the table itself. 

2. Compute the size and position of the space allocated to each table 
element, after being provided with information about the size and 
position allocated for displaying the table as a whole. 

20 If these two computations are supported, then tables themselves can participate 

as fiill-fledged graphical objects in the layout protocol. For example, such tables can be 
used within other objects, including other tables, and can contain any arbitrary graphical 
objects, including both rigid and stretchable objects. 



25 



Fiducials and Grids 

In general, a container object, such as a table, arranges its contained elements by 
associating designated points in the elements, such as the elements' edges or origins. 
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with horizontal or vertical "fiducials." The container arranges the elements so that all 
points associated with a given horizontal fiducial he on the same horizontal line, while 
all points associated with a given vertical fiducial lie on the same vertical line. 

The layout of tables such as those in Figures 1 and 2, and in fact of any tables 
5 based on rows, columns, and spanning, can be described by associating a vertical 
fiducial with each boundary between columns and a horizontal fiducial with each 
boundary between rows. Vertical fiducials are also associated with the left and right 
edges of the table, and horizontal fiducials are associated with its top and bottom 
edges. The edges of each table element are then associated with the fiducials that 
10 correspond to the boundaries of the row and column where the element starts or ends. 
S While all tables can be described as arrangements of objects constrained by 

a 

m fiducials, the fiducial model is in fact more general and, for example, allows 

ill 

arrangements in which elements overlap partially or completely. Such arrangements can 
be useful in specialized situations. The term "grid" represents a graphical container that 

s 

=i 15 allows the arrangement of its contained elements to be specified in terms of fiducials, 

% allowing for the possibility of overlap. Tables can be built as a special case of grids in 

* ^ which fiducials mark the boundaries of rows and columns, while elements are 

O associated with fiducials in a way that causes no overlap. Accordingly, the remainder of 

this discussion focuses on the layout computations for grids with the extension to tables 
20 being performed as described in this paragraph. 

Figure 3 is a grid having overlapping elements. The grid 300 contains an 
element 312 that is partially occluded by the overlapping element 310. Figure 3 also 
shows the location of vertical fiducials 350, 352, 354, 356, 358, and 360, as well as 
horizontal fiducials 370, 372, 374, 376, and 378. Thus, the edges of the element 312 are 
25 aligned with the fiducials 352, 358, 374, and 376, while the edges of the element 310 
are aligned with the fiducials 354, 356, 372, and 378. The grid 300 also contains some 
regions that are not covered by any element. Such empty regions may exist both in grids 
and in tables. 
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Lavout Basics 

The width-first three-pass layout algorithm using elastics, as described in U.S. 
Patent AppHcation Serial No. 09/364,470 entitled "Multiple Pass Layout of Graphical 
Objects with Elastics," proceeds through the following: 

1 . Compute width preferences of all obj ects. 

2. Assign widths to all objects and compute their height preferences. 

3. Assign heights to all objects. 

Throughout this discussion, terms such as "width preference," "height 
preference," and "size preference" include both the preferred sizes and the elasticities of 
the objects in question. 

The height-first three-pass layout algorithm is similar to the width-first 
algorithm but interchanges the roles of width and height. Without loss of generality, 
this discussion focuses on the width-first algorithm. To participate in this algorithm, a 
grid must be able to: 

1 . Compute its width preference based on the width preferences of its 
elements. 

2. Assign widths to its elements based on the grid's own width allocation 
and the width preferences of the elements. 

3. Compute its height preference based on the height preferences of its 
elements. 

4. Assign heights to its elements based on the grid's own height allocation 
and the height preferences of the elements. 

It can be seen that there are really two fimdamental operations here: 

a. Compute the size preference of the grid in a given dimension, based on 
the size preferences of the grid's elements in that dimension. 

b. Assign sizes to grid elements in a given dimension, based on the grid's 
size allocation in that dimension and the elements' size preferences in 
that dimension. 
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Because elastics provide a very general description of size preferences, these 
operations result in a potentially complex set of constraints that must be solved when 
laying out a grid. One important simplification, however, is that the width and height 
computations can be conducted completely independently in the grid layout algorithms, 
5 In other words, the computation of the grid's width preference and of the width 
allocations of grid elements can be conducted completely independently of any 
information about height preferences or height allocations. Accordingly, the following 
discussion focuses on computations in just a single dimension {i.e., width or height). 



Fiducial Graphs 

10 The first step in organizing the layout computations for a particular dimension of 

a grid is to construct a "fiducial graph" for that dimension. Figures 4 and 5 are the 
fiducial graphs for the horizontal and vertical dimensions, respectively, of the grid 300 
shown in Figure 3. According to one embodiment, the fiducial graph for a dimension is 
a directed graph whose nodes correspond to fiducials and whose arcs correspond to the 

15 Elastic objects representing size preferences of grid elements that are attached to the 
corresponding fiducials. Referring to Figures 4 and 5, each arc is labeled with the 
number of the grid element to which it corresponds. It must be understood that each arc 
in Figure 4 is also associated with the width Elastic of the indicated element, and 
similarly each arc in Figure 5 is also associated with the height Elastic of the indicated 

20 element. 

Every fiducial graph has a single "head node" that corresponds to the left or top 
edge of the grid (depending on whether the graph is for the horizontal or vertical 
dimension of the grid) and a single "tail node" that corresponds to the right or bottom 
edge of the grid. Every node in the fiducial graph must be a successor of the head node 
25 and must be a predecessor of the tail node. If any fiducial would not be a successor of 
the head node, it is made to be a successor of the head node by adding an extra arc fi^om 
the head node to that fiducial. This arc is associated with an Elastic whose elasticity is 
greater than that of any possible grid element, so that the existence of this arc does not 
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unnecessarily constrain the layout of elements in the grid. An analogous technique is 
used to ensure that every fiducial is a predecessor of the tail node. 

The layout computations for a grid dimension are simplified when the fiducial 
graph for that dimension has a series-parallel structure. Figures 6A, 6B, and 6C 
illustrate the structure of a several series-parallel graphs. A fiducial graph is a 
series-parallel graph if and only if it has a single head node and a single tail node and is 
described by one of the following three cases: 

1 . The graph has a single arc leading from the head node to the tail node. 
Such a graph is referred to as a "leaf graph" and is illustrated in 
Figure 6A, 

2. The graph can be constructed from two series-parallel graphs by 
identifying their two head nodes with the head node of the combined 
graph and by identifying their two tail nodes with the tail node of the 
combined graph. Such a combination is referred to as the "parallel 
composition" of two series-parallel graphs and is illustrated in Figure 6B. 

3. The graph can be constructed from two series-parallel graphs A and B by 
identifying the head node of A with the head node of the combined 
graph, identifying the tail node of A with the head node of B, and 
identifying the tail node of B with the tail node of the combined graph. 
Such a combination is referred to as the "series composition" of two 
series-parallel graphs and is illustrated in Figure 6C. 

It can be seen that the fiducial graph of Figure 4 is a series-parallel graph, but the 
fiducial graph of Figure 5 is not. The fiducial graph of Figure 5 is not a series-parallel 
graph because the configuration of arcs 302, 308, and 310 cannot be achieved through 
any number of parallel or series composition steps. (Figure 5 could have been a 
series-parallel graph if any one of these three arcs had been removed.) 

Most tables encountered in practice, even if they contain elements that span rows 
and/or columns, have series-parallel fiducial graphs in both dimensions. The table 100 
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in Figure 1 provides a typical example of this phenomenon. However, it is possible to 
construct tables that do not have this property. The horizontal dimension of the 
table 200 in Figure 2 has a fiducial graph that is not a series-parallel graph. 

Computing the Series-Parallel Decomposition of Series-Parallel Graphs 
5 Since layout computations on a fiducial graph are simplified when the graph has 

a series-parallel structure, the first step in preparing a grid for layout computations is to 
analyze its fiducial graphs to see whether they have a series-parallel structure. If a 
fiducial graph does have a series-parallel structure, then the details of this structure need 
to be analyzed and recorded so that they can be used in subsequent layout computations. 

10 If the graph is not a series-parallel graph, it is still advantageous to identify the largest 
subgraphs that have a series-parallel structure, which will simplify the layout 
computations for those parts of the fiducial graph. 

The results of analyzing the structure of a series-parallel graph are represented as 
a '^series-parallel composition tree." Figure 7 is a series-parallel composition tree for the 

15 fiducial graph of Figure 4 according to one embodiment. This tree shows how to build 
up the graph structure of Figure 4 by starting with a leaf graph corresponding to each arc 
in Figure 4 and then applying a sequence of parallel and series composition steps. 

Each tree node in a series-parallel composition graph is referred to as a 
"constraint," Figure 7 shows three types of constraints: Leaf constraints, Parallel 

20 Composition constraints, and Series Composition constraints. Each Leaf constraint in 
Figure 7 corresponds to a single arc in Figure 4. Each Parallel Composition constraint 
corresponds to a parallel composition step applied to the graphs corresponding to the 
children of the Parallel Composition constraint. Thus, the Parallel Composition 
constraint 720 represents the parallel composition of the two leaf graphs in Figure 4 that 

25 contain the arcs 304 and 308. These leaf graphs are in turn represented in Figure 7 by 
the Leaf constraints 704 and 708, respectively. Similarly, the Parallel Composition 
constraint 724 represents the parallel composition of the leaf graph represented by Leaf 
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constraint 712 and the subgraph represented by Series Composition constraint 722. The 
parallel composition operation can be generalized in the obvious way to apply to more 
than two subgraphs. For example, the Parallel Composition constraint 726 represents 
the parallel composition of the three leaf graphs containing arcs 306, 316, and 318. 
5 Series Composition constraints in Figure 7 likewise represent the series 

composition of subgraphs. Furthermore, Series Composition constraints can likewise be 
generalized in the obvious way to apply to more than two subgraphs. Since a series 
composition has one or more internal nodes that are neither a head nor a tail for the 
series-composition graph as a whole, the Series Composition constraints in Figure 7 
10 indicate not only the identities of their subgraphs but also the identities of their internal 
nodes. For example, the Series Composition constraint 722 in Figure 7 has internal 
nodes 354 and 356 and contains the subgraphs represented by Parallel Composition 



constraint 720, Leaf constraint 710, and Leaf constraint 714. Intemal node 354 is the 

tail node of the subgraph represented by Parallel Composition constraint 720 and is the 
15 head node of the subgraph represented by Leaf constraint 710. Similarly, intemal 

node 356 is the tail node of the subgraph represented by Leaf constraint 710 and is the 

head node of the subgraph represented by Leaf constraint 714. 

The algorithm for deriving a series-parallel composition tree such as that in 

Figure 7 from a fiducial graph such as that in Figure 4, according to one embodiment, 
20 operates as follows: 



Algorithm 1 

1 . Replace each arc in the fiducial graph by a Leaf constraint that 
corresponds to that arc. 

2. Determine whether there are any groups of two or more constraints in the 
25 fiducial graph that have the same head and tail nodes. If such a group of 

constraints is found, construct a Parallel Composition constraint that 
contains the constraints in the group. Remove the group of constraints 
from the fiducial graph and replace them with the Parallel Composition 
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constraint. Repeat this step (2) until no further Parallel Composition 
nodes can be constructed, then proceed to step (3). 

3. Determine whether there is a node N in the fiducial graph that serves as 
the tail for a single constraint A and as the head for a single constraint B, 
If so, construct a Series Composition constraint containing the 
constraints A and B and having N as an intemal node. The head node of 
this Series Composition constraint will be the head node of A and the tail 
node of this Series Composition constraint will be the tail node of B. 
Remove the constraints A and B and the node N from the fiducial graph 
and replace them with the Series Composition constraint. Go back to 
step (2). 

4. When no further cases of the types described in steps (2) and (3) can be 
found, the algorithm terminates. 

As an optimization, while constructing a Series Composition constraint in 
step (3) above, the algorithm can check whether any of the constraints to be contained 
by the newly constructed Series Composition constraint is also a Series Composition 
constraint, hi such a case, the contents of the already existing Series Composition 
constraint can be expanded into the newly constructed Series Composition constraint, so 
that the contents of the existing constraint are directly contained in the newly 
constructed constraint and the existing constraint is no longer needed. In this way, the 
creation of a Series Composition constraint that directly contains another Series 
Composition constraint is avoided. Instead Series Composition constraints are created, 
such as Series Composition constraints 722 and 728 in Figure 7, that directly contain 
more than two other constraints. 

A similar optimization is possible when constructing Parallel Composition 
constraints. In any situation where the algorithm might construct a Parallel 
Composition constraint that directly contains another Parallel Composition constraint, 
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the contents of the latter Parallel Composition constraint can instead be incorporated 
directly into the newly constructed Parallel Composition constraint. 

Steps (2) and (3) in the above algorithm simplify the fiducial graph by reducing 
the number of constraints. Step (3) additionally simplifies the fiducial graph by reducing 
5 the number of nodes. If the fiducial graph is a series-parallel graph, then the final 

configuration of the fiducial graph after applying the above algorithm will contain just a 
head node, a tail node, and a constraint that represents the series-parallel structure of the 
original fiducial graph. This resulting constraint can be used for computing the grid's 
size preference and allocating space to the grid elements represented by the arcs in the 
10 original fiducial graph. 

Computing Size Preferences Using Series-Parallel Fiducial Graphs 

The size preference for a grid dimension corresponding to a series-parallel 
composition tree can be calculated easily by beginning with the Leaf constraints at the 
leaves of the tree and working up toward the root of the tree. The calculation begins by 

15 determining the size preference (comprising both preferred sizes and elasticities) of each 
element of the grid along the grid dimension of interest (either width or height). A size 
preference is associated with each constraint in the series-parallel composition tree. The 
size preference associated with a Leaf constraint is equal to the size preference of the 
grid element corresponding to that Leaf constraint. The size preference associated with 

20 each other constraint is computed as a function of the size preferences associated with 
the constraints directly contained in it. In particular, 



Algorithm 2 

* the size preference associated with a Parallel Composition constraint is 
computed by applying the Elastic max operation to the size preferences 
25 associated with the constraints directly contained within the Parallel 

Composition constraint For a description of the Elastic max operation, 
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see U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 09/364,470 entitled "Multiple 
Pass Layout of Graphical Objects with Elastics." 
* the size preference associated with a Series Composition constraint is 
computed by applying the Elastic add operation to the size preferences 
associated with the constraints directly contained within the Series 
Composition constraint. For a description of the Elastic add operation, 
see U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 09/364,470 entitled "Multiple 
Pass Layout of Graphical Objects with Elastics." As a by-product, this 
computation sets the elements of an "upto-elastics" array associated with 
the Series Composition constraint. upto-elastics[i] (the i*th element of the 
array) is set equal to the Elastic sum of the size preferences for the first 
i+1 of the constraints directly contained within the Series Composition 
constraint. 

The overall size preference of the grid along the dimension of interest is just the 
size preference that is computed by this algorithm as being associated with the root 
constraint in the series-parallel composition tree for that dimension. 

Allocating Space Using Series-Parallel Fiducial Graphs 

When layout algorithms allocate an actual size to a grid dimension, the grid's 
own layout processing must calculate sizes and positions along that dimension for all of 
the grid elements. Thus, a position must be calculated for each fiducial in that 
dimension's fiducial graph. Since each edge of every element in the grid is associated 
with a fiducial, the fiducial positions determine the element positions and the size of an 
element can be calculated as the difference between the positions of the two fiducials 
that are associated with the element's two edges along that dimension. 

The allocation algorithm may be viewed as a recursive walk of the series-parallel 
composition tree in which a method "set- fiducials" is called on each constraint in the 
tree after specifying the positions (relative to the grid's coordinate system) of the head 
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and tail fiducials associated with the constraint of interest. The operation of this method 
for the three types of constraints is as follows. 

Algorithm 3 

* For a Leaf constraint, no operation is performed. 

5 * For a Parallel Composition constraint, the "set-fiducials" method is 
called on each constraint that is directly contained in the Parallel 
Composition constraint. 

* For a Series Composition constraint, a more complex calculation is 
performed and is discussed in more detail with respect to Algorithm 4. 

With respect to Series Composition constraints, this calculation fixes the 
position of each fiducial directly contained in the Series Composition constraint and 
then calls the "set- fiducials" method on each constraint directly contained in the Series 
Composition constraint. 

To describe in more detail the calculation performed to allocate space in a Series 
Composition constraint, it is useful to describe the fields of the object representing a 
Series Composition constraint. According to one embodiment, these fields include the 
following: 

"components" is an array containing the constraint objects that are directly 
contained in the Series Composition constraint. As with all arrays mentioned in this 
description, zero is the index of the first array element. 

"upto-elastics" is an array of Elastic objects, whose contents have been described 

above. 

Algorithm 4 

According to one embodiment, the calculation on a Series Composition 
25 constraint C proceeds as follows: 

1 . Let n be the number of constraints directly contained in C. 
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Let i be n - 2. 

Let start be the position assigned to the head fiducial of C. 
Let end be the position assigned to the tail fiducial of C. 
Let len be end - start. 

If i >= 0 then perform the following: 
Let cc be C.components[i+l]. 
Let e be the Elastic associated with the constraint cc. 
Let upto be C.upto-elastics[i]. 

Let new-len be divide(upto, e, len); in other words, apply the Elastic 
divide operation to upto, e, and len. For a description of the 
Elastic divide operation, see U.S. Patent AppUcation Serial No. 
09/364,470 entitled "Multiple Pass Layout of Graphical Objects 
with Elastics." 
Let f be the head fiducial of cc. 
Set the position of f to be start + new-len. 
Set len to new-len. 
Setitoi- 1. 
Return to step (2). 

3. For each constraint cc in C. components, call {cc.set-fiducials}. 

20 Non-Series-Parallel Fiducial Graphs 

For fiducial graphs, such as the graph in Figure 5, that are not series-parallel 
graphs. Algorithm 1 terminates without reducing the fiducial graph to a single 
constraint. The algorithms specified in Algorithm 2, 3 and 4 cannot be applied directly 
in this situation. This situation is substantially more complex than the series-parallel 

25 situation because there is no easily determined order, analogous to the bottom-up tree 
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traversal of Algorithm 2, for performing Elastic operations that is guaranteed to produce 
an acceptable result. 

Figure 8 is a simple grid topology that yields non-series-parallel fiducial graphs. 
Figure 9 is the non-series-parallel fiducial graph corresponding to the horizontal 
dimension of the grid 1 100 of Figure 8. This topology serves as a useful framework for 
discussing the problems that arise in such a case. As an example of the complexities 
that attend the process of laying out grids with this sort of topology, consider the case 
where the grid elements 11 02, 1 108, and 1110 have the same low degree of elasticity, 
while the elements 1 104 and 1 106 have a high degree of elasticity. Assume further that 
the preferred width of element 11 08 is less than those of elements 1 102 and 1110. In 
this case, the preferred width of the grid 1 100 will equal the sum of the preferred widths 
of elements 1 102 and 1 1 10, minus the preferred width of element 1 108. If, however, 
the preferred width of element 1 108 is greater than that of element 1 102, then the 
preferred width of the grid 1 100 will equal the greater of the preferred widths of the 
elements 1108 and 1110. 

In another case, where elements 1 106, 1 108, and 1 104 have the same low degree 
of elasticity, while elements 1 102 and 1 1 10 have a high degree of elasticity, the 
outcome is quite different. In this case the preferred width of grid 1 100 will equal the 
sum of the preferred widths of elements 1 106, 1 108, and 1 104. 

This discussion shows that, depending on the relative preferred widths and 
elasticities of the different elements of the grid 1 100, the preferred width of element 
1 108 is sometimes added to and sometimes subtracted from the preferred width of the 
grid 11 00. In other situations, such as when the element 1 108 has a high degree of 
elasticity, the preferred width of element 1 108 will not even enter into the calculation of 
the preferred width of the grid 1 100. 

It would be appealing to formulate the size preference calculations on a grid as a 
unidirectional traversal of the grid's fiducial graph from the head node to the tail node, 
always traversing the arcs in the forward direction and somehow accumulating Elastic 
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values as we go. In the case of the fiducial graph in Figure 9, such a procedure would 
entail visiting the graph nodes in the order 1 150, 1 152, 1 154, and finally 1 156. 

However, the examples given above show that it is not always correct to proceed 
in this "forward" direction from the graph's head node to its tail, accumulating size 
5 preferences. Depending on the relative elasticities and preferred sizes of the objects in 
the grid, the most rigidly constrained (lowest-elasticity) path from head to tail may 
entail traversing some arcs in the graph "backward." The case considered above, where 
elements 1 102, 1 108, and 1 1 10 are the least elastic elements in the grid 1 100, fiimishes 
one example of such a situation. Referring to Figure 9, the calculation in this case can 
rj 1 0 be visuaHzed as a traversal of the grid fiducials in the order 1 1 50, 1 1 54, 1 1 52, 1 1 56, 

which corresponds to traversing the arc 1 108 in the backward direction. Because this 



ffl arc is traversed backward, the preferred width of element 1 108 is subtracted rather than 

in added to the total that becomes the preferred width of the grid. 



m 



2 The Elastic Difference Operation 

O 

1 5 The above example illustrates that, when working with non-series-parallel 
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fiducial graphs, the Elastic add and max operations are not enough. There is also a need 
for an Elastic "difference" or subtract operation, which is applied in situations such as 
those described above in which the size preference of element 1 108 must be subtracted 
from the overall size preference of a grid. Figure 10 is a diagram illustrating the Elastic 
20 difference operation according to one embodiment. The result of subtracting the 

Elastic B from the Elastic A may be visualized as the Elastic C as shown in Figure 10. 

The parameters of C should represent, as well as possible, the preferred size and 
elasticities that would be experienced during attempts to change the distance between 
the points 1310 and 1312 in Figure 10. Several principles goveming the values of the 
25 Elastic parameters of C include: 

* The minimum size of C should be zero because it is always possible to 
deform C to zero size just by stretching B, which does not violate the 
minimum sizes of either A or B. (One could even imagine a minimum 
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size that was less than zero, but the preferred embodiment is not 
designed to process Elastics whose sizes are negative.) 

* The preferred size of C should equal the preferred size of A minus the 
preferred size of B, except that (since Elastic sizes cannot be negative) if 
the preferred size of B is greater than that of A, the preferred size of C 
should be zero. 

* The compression properties of C are determined by the compression 
properties of A and the stretch properties of B, because in order to 
compress C, either A is compressed or B is stretched or both. If the 
compress order of A differs from the stretch order of B, then the 
compress order of C will equal whichever of those orders is greater; this 
corresponds to a situation in which compressing C is accomplished 
exclusively by compressing A or stretching B. If the compress order of 
A equals the stretch order of B, then compressing C will entail some 
compression of A and some stretching of B, in proportion to the 
compressibility coefficient of A and the stretchiness coefficient of B, 
respectively. In this case, C acts as though its compress order is equal to 
the compress order of A (and also the stretch order of B) and C's 
compressibility coefficient equals the sum of A's compressibility 
coefficient and B's stretchiness coefficient. 

* The stretch properties of C are likewise determined by the stretch 
properties of A and the compression properties of B. 

According to one embodiment and following the above principles, the Elastic 
difference A - B is computed using an algorithm described as follows: 

Algorithm 5 
II Fetch the parameters of A where 
II amin is A's minimum size 
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I apref is A*s preferred size 

I acompress is A*s compressibility coefficient 

I aorderc is A's compress order 

I astretch is A's stretchiness coefficient 

I aorders is A's stretch order 

let (aminigdim, apref:gdim, acompress: float, aorderc:int, astretch: float, aorders:int) 
{A.unpack-as-elastic} 



01 



i'y 



II Fetch the parameters of B where 

II bmin is B's minimum size 

10 II bpref is B's preferred size 

II bcompress is B's compressibility coefficient 

II borderc is B's compress order 

II bstretch is B's stretchiness coefficient 

II borders is B's stretch order 

1 5 let (bmin:gdim, bpref:gdim, bcompress: float, borderc:int, bstretch:float, borders:int) 

{B.unpack-as-elastic} 



20 



The parameters of the resulting Elastic C are computed in the 
variables apref, acompress, aorderc, astretch, and aorders. 
(The minimum size of the result Elastic C will always be zero 
and requires no elaborate computation.) 



I The preferred size of the result equals A's preferred size minus B's preferred 
I size, except that the preferred size of the result cannot be less than zero. 
I Therefore, if B's preferred size exceeds A's preferred size, set the preferred size 
I of the result to zero. 
25 set apref = apref - bpref 

{if apref < 0 then set apref = 0} 
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{if aorderc < borders then 

II If A's compress order is less than B*s stretch order, then 
II the compression properties of the result will equal 
II the stretch properties of B: 
5 set acompress = bstretch 

set aorderc = borders 
elseif aorderc = borders then 

II If A's compress order equals B's stretch order, then the 
II compressibility coefficient of the result will equal the 
_^ 10 II sum of A*s compressibility coefficient and B's 

vQ II stretchiness coefficient: 

m set acompress = acompress + bstretch 

in 

If A's compress order is greater than B's stretch order, 
then the compression properties of the result will 
equal the compression properties of A. 

{if aorders < borderc then 

II If A's stretch order is less than B's compress order, then 
II the stretch properties of the result will equal 
20 II the compression properties of B: 
set astretch = bcompress 
set aorders = borderc 
elseif aorders = borderc then 

II If A's stretch order equals B's compress order, then the 
25 II stretchiness coefficient of the result will equal the 
II sum of A's stretchiness coefficient and B's 
II compressibility coefficient: 
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set astretch = astretch bcompress 

If A's stretch order is greater than B's compress order, 
then the stretch properties of the result will equal 
the stretch properties of A. 



5 } 



III 



II The implementation of the Elastic system assumes that every Elastic's 

II stretch properties are equally compliant or more compliant than that 

II Elastic's compression properties. Check whether that condition holds for the 

II parameters we have currently computed for the result of the Elastic difference 

10 II operation. If the condition does not hold, increase the result's stretch 
II properties so that they are at least as compliant as the compression 
II properties that we have calculated: 
{if aorders < aorderc then 

set aorders = aorderc 

1 5 set astretch = acompress 

elseif aorders == aorderc and astretch < acompress then 
set astretch = acompress 

} 



20 



25 



Finally assemble the result C from its components: 
C's minimum size equals 0 
C's preferred size equals apref 
C's compressibility coefficient equals acompress 
C's compress order equals aorderc 
C's stretchiness coefficient equals astretch 
C's stretch order equals aorders 
set C = {pack-elastic 



2682.2018-000 



-26- 



minimum-size = 0, 
preferred-size = apref, 
compressibility = acompress, 
compress-order = aorderc, 
5 stretchiness = astretch, 

stretch-order = aorders, 

} 



Computing Size Preferences Using Non-Series-Paraliel Fiducial Graphs 

The algorithm for computing the size preference corresponding to a 
10 non-series-parallel fiducial graph operates on the partially reduced fiducial graph that 

results from applying Algorithm 1 to the original fiducial graph. The partially reduced 

fiducial graph has nodes that correspond to some of the fiducials in the original grid. 

The connections between nodes are represented by constraint objects. The constraint 

objects may all be Leaf constraints in the case of an irreducible fiducial graph such as 
15 that of Figure 9, but the constraint objects could also be Parallel Composition or Series 

Composition constraints in the case of partially reducible fiducial graphs such as that of 

Figure 5. 

In brief overview, the algorithm computes the size preference for the distance 
from the fiducial corresponding to the head node (the "head fiducial") to each fiducial 

20 corresponding to a node in the partially reduced fiducial graph. One of the results of 
this computation is the desired size preference, which is just the size preference from 
the head node to the tail node of the partially reduced fiducial graph. The other size 
preferences are usefiil also, however, when setting the positions of the various fiducials. 
According to one embodiment, Algorithm 6 associates an Elastic variable with 

25 each node in the partially reduced fiducial graph. When the algorithm terminates, this 
variable is intended to contain the size preference for the distance from the head fiducial 
to the fiducial corresponding to that node. As discussed below, this algorithm is not 
guaranteed to terminate and therefore needs to be adapted before being suitable for grid 
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layout, but the ideas behind Algorithm 6 are the core ideas in the algorithm actually 
used. 

Algorithm 6 

Initialize each node's associated Elastic variable with a highly stretchy Elastic 
whose elasticity is greater than that of any grid element, except in the case of the head 
node of the graph, whose associated Elastic is initialized to a highly rigid Elastic of zero 
size (since the distance from any node to itself must be zero). This initialization step is 
followed by a repetition of the following: 

1 . Nondeterministically choose a node N and retrieve its associated Elastic 
value E. 

2. Identify all constraints in the graph that have N as their head node. 

3. For each such constraint C, retrieve C's associated Elastic EC and C's tail 
node T. Let ES be E + EC, the Elastic sum of E and EC. Let ET be the 
associated Elastic value of the node T. Let ENEW be max(ES,ET), the 
result of applying the Elastic max operation to ES and ET. If ENEW 
differs from ET, store ENEW as the new Elastic value associated with 
the node T. 

4. Identify all constraints in the graph that have N as their tail node. 

5. For each such constraint C, retrieve C's associated Elastic EC and C's 
head node H. Let ED be E - EC, the Elastic difference that results when 
EC is subtracted from E. Let EH be the associated Elastic value of the 
node H. Let ENEW be max(ED, EH), the result of applying the Elastic 
max operation to ED and EH. If ENEW differs from EH, store ENEW 
as the new Elastic value associated with the node H. 

6. Return to step (1). 
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The algorithm terminates when, for any node N that could be chosen, the 
execution of steps (2) through (5) results in no change to the Elastic value associated 
with any other node. 

Algorithm 6 effectively tries all traversal orders from the head node to each 
5 other node, computing an accumulated Elastic along each traversal path (using the 

Elastic add operation when traversing a constraint in the forward direction and using the 
Elastic difference operation when traversing a constraint in the reverse direction) and 
using the Elastic max operation to combine at each node the accumulated Elastic value 
for each traversal path that leads to that node. When (and if) the algorithm terminates, 
10 the Elastic associated with each node represents the size preference for the distance 
from the head fiducial to the fiducial associated with that node. 



Unfortunately, as mentioned above, there are many graphs for which this 
computation never terminates. Figure 1 1 provides one such example. Figure 1 1 is a 
partially reduced fiducial graph for which Algorithm 6 does not terminate. Let the 

15 Elastics associated with the constraints in this figure all have a minimum size of zero 
and have stretchiness and compressibility coefficients of 1.0. Let the Elastic associated 
with constraint 1410 have a preferred size of 100, the Elastic for constraint 1412 have a 
preferred size of 10, the Elastic for constraint 1414 have a preferred size of 5, and the 
Elastic for constraint 1416 have a preferred size of 20. These values have been noted in 

20 Figure 1 1 by means of notations such as *'ps=100". Let the Elastic for constraint 1410 
have stretch and compress orders both equal to 40, while the stretch and compress 
orders of the Elastics for constraints 1412, 1414, and 1416 are all equal to zero. These 
stretch and compress orders are not noted in Figure 1 1 . The preferred sizes and 
elasticities of the remaining constraints 1418 and 1420 do not figiu^e into this example. 

25 If Algorithm 6 runs on the partially reduced fiducial graph 1400 of Figure 1 1, the 

following sequence of events is possible. First, node 1450 is chosen as node N in step 
(1) and the Elastic associated with node 1452 is accordingly updated in step (3) to have 
a preferred size of 100 and stretch and compress orders of 40. Then node 1452 is 
chosen as node N in step (1) and the Elastic associated with node 1454 is updated in 
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step (3) to have a preferred size of 1 10 and stretch and compress orders of 40. Then 
node 1454 is chosen as node N, which causes the Elastic associated with node 1456 to 
be updated in step (3) to have a preferred size of 130 and stretch and compress orders of 
40. Then node 1456 is chosen as node N, causing the Elastic associated with node 1452 
5 to be updated in step (5) to have a preferred size of 125 and stretch and compress orders 
of 40. It is possible to continue in a nonterminating sequence, cycling through choosing 
nodes 1452, 1454, and 1456 as node N in step (1), each time updating the Elastic value 
associated with the next node in the sequence. For each full trip around the cycle, the 
preferred size of the Elastic associated with node 1452 (and in fact with each of the 

10 nodes 1452, 1454, and 1456) will increase by 25. Since it is always possible to choose a 
node N for which either step (3) or step (5) will change a node's Elastic value, the 
algorithm never terminates. 

This problem occurs because the graph 1400 contains a cycle of nodes 1452, 
1454, and 1456 which can be traversed by a combination of forward and backward 

15 traversals of constraints 1412, 1416, and 1414, such that the elasticities of the Elastics 
for these constraints are all equal and the sum of the preferred sizes for the constraints 
that are traversed forward exceeds the sum of the preferred sizes for the constraints that 
are traversed backward. Moreover, the elasticities of these Elastics are less than the 
elasticity of the Elastic for constraint 1410, which provides the pathway into this cycle. 

20 The result of this combination of circumstances is that the elasticities (e.g., the stretch 
and compress orders) of the Elastics for nodes 1452, 1454, and 1456 all come to have 
identical high values, at which point the Elastic max operation used in steps (3) and (5) 
of the algorithm simply reduces to performing a numerical maximum operation on 
preferred sizes. Since each trip around the loop results in a gain in preferred size, the 

25 process can continue indefinitely. The root cause of this phenomenon is that the Elastic 
add, subtract, and max operations each discard some information about their operands in 
order to be able to represent all Elastics using the same fixed number of parameters. In 
the case of Algorithm 6, the discarded information would be critical in detecting and 
preventing these kinds of nonterminating traversals through a cycle of nodes. 
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This sort of fiducial graph can occur fairly easily in practice. According to one 
embodiment, the nontermination problem is solved by introducing heuristics to limit 
and control the propagation and recomputation of Elastic values in the graph. The 
measures taken include the following: 

A. Instead of choosing nodes nondeterministically, as in step (1) of 
Algorithm 6, nodes are explored in a systematic order beginning with the 
head node of the network. The exploration traces possible paths through 
the network such that whenever the Elastic value associated with a node 
is changed, (as in step (3) or (5) of Algorithm 6), the paths leading from 
the node whose Elastic value has been changed are traced in order to 
propagate the effects of the change to other nodes. However, whenever a 
node is processed, the processing occurs in the context of a particular 
path traced from the head node to the node being processed. Processing 
loops, such as those that can occur when Algorithm 6 is used on graph 
1400, are avoided by preventing the computation from returning to 
reconsider any node that lies along this path. For example, if the 
processing of the graph 1500 of Figure 12 begins with the head node 
1548 and proceeds along the path to nodes 1550, 1552, and 1554, in that 
order, the computation will not return to consider node 1550 next. This 
is true even though it is reachable from node 1554 along constraint 1512, 
because node 1550 is already part of the path along which the 
computation has reached node 1554. However, traversal from node 1554 
to node 1550 using the constraint 1512 will be enabled at other times 
during the computation, for example when node 1554 has been reached 
along a path consisting of nodes 1548, 1552, and 1554, in that order. 

B. Special care is taken when propagating the results of traversing a 
constraint in the backward direction. In addition to the Elastic value 
stored at each node, a set of "back links" is stored at each node, 
representing the set of constraints whose backward traversals are deemed 
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to have contributed to determining that node's Elastic value. For 
example, in graph 1500, if the Elastic value at node 1550 resulted from 
starting at the head node 1548 and traversing the constraints 1508, 1516, 
and 1512, in that order, the set of back Unks stored at node 1550 will 
contain the constraint 1512, since that constraint is traversed backward 
along the path just described. When an attempt is made to traverse a 
constraint backward from a node that already has that constraint in its set 
of back links, there is a risk of miscalculating the Elastic value for one or 
more nodes by a phenomenon analogous to the example illustrated above 
in cormection with Figure 11, where the preferred size of the Elastic for 
node 1452 was set successively to 100, 125, 150, etc., after multiple 
backward traversals of constraint 1414. Although the loop-avoidance 
technique described in point (A) above suffices to prevent such 
miscalculations in simple cases, miscalculations can still occur in more 
complex cases. Accordingly, if an attempt is detected to traverse a 
constraint backward from a node that already has that constraint in its set 
of back links, the constraint is added to a set of "disabled back links" that 
will not be traversed in the backward direction, and the entire 
computation is restarted. This heuristic technique may prevent the 
backward traversal of some constraints in situations where it is desirable, 
but it does effectively prevent any node's Elastic value from being 
computed based on a path that traverses any constraint more than once. 
To reduce the frequency with which back links need to be disabled 
pursuant to point (B) above, the Elastic value associated with a constraint 
that is traversed in the backward direction is made more compliant 
before being used. This is accomplished by adding 1 to both the 
compress order and the stretch order of the Elastic value before using it. 
Tables such as the table of Figure 2 yield partially reduced fiducial 
graphs in which the typical node is connected to several constraints, all 
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of which have the same compress order and all of which have the same 
stretch order. In such cases, this adjustment reduces the effect on a 
node's Elastic value that results when the node is reached by traversing a 
constraint backward, reducing the likelihood of the constraint's being 
5 added to the set of disabled back links. 



Another complication in the actual algorithms used for computing size 
preferences in non-series-parallel fiducial graphs stems from the fact that subsequent 
processing steps for assigning positions to fiducials are facilitated if certain items of 
~ information that can easily be collected while computing size preferences are stored and 

10 retained for use during those subsequent processing steps. In particular, those 
ffi subsequent steps rely on knowing, for each fiducial F, not just the size preference from 

01 

Tn the head fiducial to F, but also the size preference from F to the tail fiducial. It is 

therefore desirable to generalize the algorithm for computing size preferences so that it 

B can work either forward from the head fiducial or backward from the tail fiducial. 

O 

15 When tracing back from the tail fiducial, the concepts described above regarding the 
direction of traversal of constraints must be reversed. For example, when tracing back 
from the tail fiducial, a "back link" corresponds to the traversal of a constraint from the 
constraint's head toward the constraint's tail. Algorithms 7 through 10, described below, 
describe only the computation of size preferences from the head fiducial to each other 
20 fiducial. The alterations to these algorithms that are needed for computing size 
preferences back from the tail fiducial are described after the presentation of 
Algorithm 10. 

Beyond the information about size preferences, it is also desirable to preserve 
information about the chains of constraints in the partially reduced fiducial graph that 
25 most tightly constrain the size preference between the head fiducial and each other 
fiducial. According to one embodiment, the algorithms presented below preserve this 
information in a "prev" field associated with each fiducial. 
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Finally, subsequent processing steps will need to apply the algorithms described 
here in some cases where positions have aheady been assigned to some fiducials. 
Accordingly, provisions are added to handle this situation. 

The resulting algorithms represent a partially reduced fiducial graph as a 
NetworkGridConstraint object that includes the following fields: 

"components" is a set of constraint objects, containing all the constraint objects 
that connect nodes in the partially reduced fiducial graph. For example, in the graph 
1500 of Figure 12, this set would contain all the constraints 1506 through 1524. 

"head" is the fiducial object that corresponds to the head node of the partially 
reduced fiducial graph. For example, in graph 1500 the value of this field would be the 
fiducial object associated with node 1548. 

"tail" is the fiducial object that corresponds to the tail node of the partially 
reduced fiducial graph. For example, in graph 1500 the value of this field would be the 
fiducial object associated with node 1558. 

"disabled-back-links" holds a set of disabled back links, as described above. 

"nodemap" is a hash table that maps fiducial objects (each of which corresponds 
to a node in the partially reduced fiducial graph) to NetworkGridNode objects, which 
are used to store various items of information about the fiducials. 

One NetworkGridNode object is created for each node in the partially 
reduced fiducial graph. Each NetworkGridNode object includes the 
following fields containing information about its associated fiducial 
object: 

"successors" is a set of the constraint objects that have this fiducial object as 
their head fiducial. For example, for the node 1554 in Figure 12, this set would contain 
the constraints 1518 and 1522. 

"predecessors" is a set of the constraint objects that have this fiducial object as 
their tail fiducial. For example, for the node 1554 in Figure 12, this set would contain 
the constraints 1512 and 1516. 
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"fiducial" is a pointer to the fiducial object that corresponds to this 
NetworkGridNode. 

"elastic-from-head" is an Elastic object that describes a size preference between 
the head fiducial of the partially reduced fiducial graph and the fiducial object that 
5 corresponds to this NetworkGridNode. 

"elastic-to-tail" is an Elastic object that describes a size preference between the 
fiducial object that corresponds to this NetworkGridNode and the tail fiducial of the 
partially reduced fiducial graph. 

"back- links" is a set of constraint objects whose traversal in a backward 
10 direction affected the current value of this NetworkGridNode's elastic-from-head or 
elastic-from-tail field, depending on which of these fields is currently being computed. 

"marked" is a Boolean that is set while a node is being processed, to avoid loops 



that come back and revisit that node while it is still being processed. 



"prev" will be the last NetworkGridNode from which a constraint was traversed 
15 that affected (i.e., changed) this node's elastic-from-head value. The information in this 
field is used when assigning positions to fiducials, as described below in Algorithms 1 1 
and 12. 

The overall computation is performed by a method 
NetworkGridConstraint.get-elastic (described by the pseudocode in Algorithm 7) that 
20 uses helper methods NetworkGridConstraint.propagate-stretch (described in Algorithm 
8) and NetworkGridConstraint.propagate-stretch-recur (described in Algorithm 9). For 
simplicity, only the forward versions of the latter two methods, which compute the size 
preference from the head fiducial to each fiducial, are presented in detail. The reverse 
versions are described separately later. 

25 Algorithm 7 



According to one embodiment, the definition of {ngc.get-elastic}, where ngc is a 
NetworkGridConstraint includes the following: 
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1. 



For each constraint c in ngc.components, ask c to compute 



its associated Elastic. 



4. 



2. 



3. 



Remove all elements from ngc.disabled-back-Iinks. 
Call {ngc.propagate-stretch ngc.head}. 
Let nt be ngc.nodemap[ngc.tail]; nt is thus the 
NetworkGridNode associated with the tail fiducial of ngc. 



5. 



Return nt.elastic-from-head. 



The computation of a size preference for a partially reduced fiducial graph is 
orchestrated by the NetworkGridConstraint.get-elastic method described in Algorithm 7. 
In step (1) of Algorithm 7, this method computes the Elastic value that represents the 
size preference of each constraint in the partially reduced fiducial graph. These Elastic 
values serve as the basis for computing the size preference of the 
NetworkGridConstraint itself In step (2), the NetworkGridConstraint's set of disabled 
back links is emptied, setting up the initial conditions for applying Algorithms 8 and 9. 

In step (3), the Netv^orkGridConstraint.propagate-stretch method is called. As 
described below, this method call causes the elastic-from-head field of each 
NetworkGridNode in the partially reduced fiducial graph to be set to an Elastic value 
that represents the size preference from the graph's head fiducial to the fiducial 
associated with that NetworkGridNode. 

In step (4) the variable nt is set to the NetworkGridNode associated with the tail 
fiducial of the partially reduced fiducial graph. The elastic-from-head field of nt thus 
contains an Elastic value representing the size preference from the graph's head fiducial 
to the graph's tail fiducial, which is the overall size preference of the graph. This Elastic 
value is accordingly retumed in step (5) as the value of the graph's size preference. 

Algorithm 8 

According to one embodiment, the definition of {ngc.propagate-stretch f}, 
where ngc is a NetworkGridConstraint and f is a fiducial includes the following: 
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1 . For each NetworkGridNode n in ngc.nodemap, 

a. Set n.elastic-from-head to a highly stretchy 
Elastic, whose elasticity is greater than that 
of any element in the grid and whose 
minimum and preferred sizes are zero. 

b. Set n.back-links to an empty set and set 
n.marked to false. 

2. Let u be a highly rigid Elastic of size zero. 
Let bl be an empty set. 

3. Let c be the result of calling 
{ngc.propagate-stretch-recur f, null, u, bl}. 

4. If c is null, then retum. If c is not null, then add c to 
ngc.disabled-back- links and go back to step (1). 

The NetworkGridConstraint.propagate-stretch method described in Algorithm 8 
contains the outermost loop that controls the size preference calculation. This loop 
starts with an empty set of disabled back links. A new iteration of the loop begins every 
time a back link is added to this disabled set; for each such new loop iteration, the 
process of computing the elastic-from-head values of the individual NetworkGridNodes 
must start over from the beginning. 

The algorithm begins with the variable f containing the fiducial from which size 
preferences are being computed. In one embodiment, f is the head fiducial of the graph. 
For example, in graph 1500 of Figure 12, f will be node 1548. 

In step (1) of Algorithm 8, certain fields are initialized in each 
NetworkGridNode in the partially reduced fiducial graph. Each node's 
elastic-from-head field is initialized in step (la) to an Elastic that is more compHant 
than any constraint in the partially reduced fiducial graph. Any path to this node that is 
subsequently traced will result in replacing this Elastic value with a less compUant 
value. In step (lb) the set of back links associated with each node is initialized to an 
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empty set and each node's marked field is set to false. A node's marked field will be 
true whenever it is part of a path that is in the process of being traced. 

In step (2) of Algorithm 8, the variable u is set to a highly rigid Elastic of size 
zero, which will become the elastic-fi-om-head of the head node of the network. The 
5 variable bl is initialized to an empty set which will be used as the initial set of back links 
for tracing paths through the graph. 

In step (3) the NetworkGridConstraint.propagate-stretch-recur method 
(described in Algorithm 9) is called. This method will recursively trace all paths 
through the fiducial graph as far as needed to ensure that all the graph's constraints have 
^ 10 been taken into account in computing the elastic-fi-om-head values of all the nodes in 

\0 the graph. This method retums null to indicate a successfiil computation. If the 

j5 computation encounters a constraint that should be added to the set of disabled back 

jl- links, then this method retums that constraint as its value. 

m Accordingly, in step (4) the return value from the method call of step (3) is 

T 15 checked. If it is null, the computation was successfiil and the call to 

NetworkGridConstraint.propagate-stretch retums. If the return value in step (3) is not 
null, then this retum value is a constraint that is added to the set of disabled back links, 
after which control retums to step (1) of Algorithm 8, which will retry the entire 
computation with this additional member in the set of disabled back links. 

20 Algorithm 9 

According to one embodiment, the definition of 
{ngc.propagate-stretch-recur f, prev, e, back-links} where ngc is a 
NetworkGridConstraint, f is a fiducial, prev is a NetworkGridNode, e is an Elastic, and 
back-links is a set of constraints includes the following: 



Q 



25 



1 . Let n be ngc.nodemap[fl, so n is the NetworkGridNode 
corresponding to f 
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2. If n.marked is true, then return null. 

3. Let ne be n.elastic-from-head. 

4. Check whether a position has already been assigned to the fiducial f If 
not, let ee be max(e,ne); in other words, ee is the result of applying the 

5 Elastic max operation to e and ne. If a position has already been 

assigned to f, then perform the following: 
a. Let ^os be the position that has been assigned to f and let 
hpos be the position that has been assigned to the fiducial 
ngc.head. Let offset be fpos - hpos. 
10 b. Let ee be a highly rigid Elastic whose preferred and 

minimum sizes are both equal to offset, 
c. Set back-links to an empty set. 

5. If ee is equal to ne, then return null. 

6. Compare ee with e. If they are unequal, then set back-links to the set 

15 union of back-links and n.back-links. If ee and e are equal, then if ee and 

ne are equal except for their minimum sizes, set back-links to 
n.back-links. 

7. Set n.back-links to back-links, set n.elastic-from-head to ee, and set 
n.prev to prev. 

20 8. Set n.marked to true. 

9. Sort the constraints in n.successors so that their associated Elastics are 

arranged in order of increasing elasticity such that the most rigid Elastics 
come first. Algorithm 10, below, describes the sorting criterion 
according to one embodiment in more detail. Loop through this 

25 sequence in order, and for each constraint c in the sequence, perform the 

following: 

a. Let ce be the Elastic associated with the constraint c. 
Let ct be the tail fiducial of c. Let newe be ee + ce; 
in other words, newe is the Elastic sum of ee and ce. 
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b. Let pc be the result returned by calling 
{ngc.propagate-stretch-recur ct, n, newe, back-links}. 

c. If pc is non-null then return pc immediately as the value 
of the call to 

{ngc.propagate-stretch-recur f, prev, e, back-links}. 
Sort the constraints in n.predecessors so that their associated Elastics are 
arranged in order of increasing elasticity (i.e., so that the most rigid 
Elastics come first, as described in Algorithm 10, below). Loop through 
this sequence in order, and for each constraint c in the sequence, perform 
the following: 

a. Check whether c is a member of ngc.disabled-back-links. 
If so, skip the remaining processing of this constraint c. 

b. Check whether c is a member of back-links. If so, return 
c immediately as the value of the call to 
{ngc.propagate-stretch-recur f, prev, e, back-links}. 

c. Let ce be the Elastic associated with the constraint c. 
Let ch be the head fiducial of c. 

Let cce be an Elastic equal to ce except that the stretch 
and compress orders of cce are each greater by 1 than the 
corresponding parameters of ce. 

Let newe be ee - cce, the Elastic difference of ee and cce. 
Let nbl be the set that results from adding the constraint c 
to the set back-links. 

d. Let pc be the result retumed by calling 
{ngc.propagate-stretch-recur ch, n, newe, nbl}. 

e. If pc is non-null then return pc immediately as the value 
of the call to 

{ngc.propagate-stretch-recur f, prev, e, back-links} . 
Set n.marked to false. 
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12. Return null. 

The workhorse method of this computation is the 
NetworkGridConstraint.propagate-stretch-recur method described in Algorithm 9. This 
method is called with four arguments: 
5 "f ' is the fiducial to be traced by this call. If the processing of this call results in 

tracing further fiducials that are reachable from f by traversing a constraint, the tracing 
of each further fiducial is accomplished by a recursive call to this method giving the 
further fiducial as an argument. 

"prev" is the previous fiducial along the path by which the currently active chain 
10 of method calls has reached f Li the initial call to this method, f is the head fiducial of 
the graph and prev is null, hi recursive calls, f is the fiducial to be traced and prev is the 
fiducial from which f was reached by traversing a constraint. 

"e" is an Elastic value that represents the accumulated size preference from the 
head fiducial to f when f is reached via a path that passes through the constraint linking 
1 5 prev to f When f is the head fiducial of the graph, then e is just a highly rigid Elastic of 
zero size. 

□ "back-links'* is a set of constraints whose backward traversal has contributed to 

the value that is passed in the argument e. 

The initial call to this method comes from step (3) of Algorithm 8. Li this call, f 
20 is the head fiducial of the partially reduced fiducial graph. For example, in graph 1 500 
of Figure 12, the value of f in this initial call would be fiducial 1548. prev in this inifial 
call is null and e is a highly rigid Elastic of size zero, representing the size preference 
along the (null) path from the head fiducial 1548 to itself Finally, the value of 
back-links in this initial call will be an empty set. 
25 Li the course of exploring the graph, the propagate-stretch-recur method will 

make recursive calls to itself (in steps (9b) and (lOd)) to explore constraints that lead 
forward or backward from the fiducial f For example, the initial call described in the 
previous paragraph will make a recursive call (in step (9b)) corresponding to a forward 
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traversal of constraint 1508. In this call, the first argument will be fiducial 1552, the tail 
fiducial of constraint 1508. The second argument will be node 1548, the node from 
which the recursive call is made. The third argument will equal the Elastic sum of a 
highly rigid Elastic of size zero and the Elastic value associated with constraint 1508. 
5 This Elastic sum is just equal to the Elastic value associated with constraint 1508. 
Finally, the fourth argument is an empty set because no backward constraint traversals 
contributed to calculating the value of the third argument. 

From the recursive call described in the previous paragraph, a further recursive 
call will eventually be made (in step (lOd)) corresponding to a backward traversal of 

10 constraint 1510. In this call, the first argument will be fiducial 1550, the head fiducial 
of constraint 1510. The second argument will be node 1552, the node from which the 
recursive call is made. The third argument will be the Elastic difference of the elastic- 
from-head value of node 1552 and the Elastic value associated with constraint 1510. 
The fourth argument would be a set containing the constraint 1510, since the backward 

1 5 traversal of that constraint contributes to the Elastic value passed as the third argument. 

If the propagate-stretch-recur method returns a non-null value, then this returned 
value is a constraint that must be added to the set of disabled back links, after which the 
entire propagate-stretch computation, beginning with step (1) of Algorithm 8, must run 
again. If the method of Algorithm 9 retums a null value, then all nodes in the partially 

20 reduced fiducial graph that are reachable from f and are not on the path leading to the 
current propagate-stretch-recur call will have been traced, and all paths through those 
nodes that could contribute to the elastic-from-head value of any of those nodes will 
have been traversed (subject to the constraint that no disabled back links be used). 
In step (1) of Algorithm 9, the variable n is set to the NetworkGridNode that 

25 corresponds to f, the fiducial that is to be traced by this method call. Step (2) checks 
whether this node is currently marked. If so, the node lies along the path that is 
currently being traced and hence should not be visited again; accordingly, the method 
call retums inunediately in this case. If a node is not marked and execution proceeds 
beyond this step, the "marked" field of the node will eventually be set to true in step (8), 
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before any recursive calls are made, and then will be set back to false in step (11), after 
all recursive calls have been made. The node thus is marked for the duration of the 
recursive calls. Accordingly, at the time of the second recursive call in the set of 
examples given above, the nodes 1548 and 1552 will be marked because they are along 
the path to node 1550, the node that is to be traced by the second recursive call. But if 
this call makes a third recursive call to trace node 1548 (corresponding to a backward 
traversal of constraint 1506), the third recursive call will return in step (2) because the 
node 1548 is already marked. 

If the node n is not currently marked, then execution proceeds to step (3), where 
the variable ne is set to the current elastic-from-head value of the node n that this 
method call is tracing. This value will initially be the highly stretchy Elastic value set 
during step (la) of Algorithm 8, but if this node has already been visited by a propagate- 
stretch-recur call that arrived via a different path, the elastic-from-head field may 
already contain an Elastic value that differs from the original, highly stretchy value. 

The overall goal of step (4) of Algorithm 9 is to combine the information in the 
variable ne, which contains the node's current elastic-from-head value, with the 
information in the variable e, which contains an Elastic value resulting from traversing a 
path through the partially reduced fiducial graph that may not have been traversed 
before. The processing in this step depends on whether a position has afready been 
assigned to the fiducial f When the call to this method originates in 
NetworkGridConstraint.get-elastic (Algorithm 7), a position will not yet have been 
assigned to any fiducial. However, subsequent processing stages, such as those 
described in Algorithms 1 1 and 12 below, invoke the processing of Algorithm 9 with 
positions already assigned to some fiducials. 

When a position has not yet been assigned to the fiducial f, step (4) simply sets 
the variable ee to the result of applying the Elastic max operation to e and ne. This 
result ee should become the new elastic-from-head associated with this node. It is 
computed using the Elastic max operation for exactly the same reasons as this operation 
is used in steps (3) and (5) of Algorithm 6. 




If a position has already been assigned to the fiducial f, then the appropriate 
value for the elastic-from-head field of this node is a highly rigid Elastic value whose 
minimum and preferred sizes are equal to the distance between the assigned position of 
the head fiducial and the assigned position of f The values of e and ne are not relevant 
5 to this computation because there are no circumstances under which the position already 
assigned to f can be changed, no matter what Elastic values are associated with any 
constraints in the fiducial graph. Therefore, the operations in step (4a) of Algorithm 9 
compute in the variable ^'offset" the distance between the position of the head fiducial 
and that of f and step (4b) sets the variable ee to a highly rigid Elastic value whose 
10 minimum and preferred sizes are equal to "offset". Finally, since the information 
coming from e was not used in computing this Elastic value ee, the set of back links 
associated with e did not contribute to the computation of ee. Accordingly, in step (4c) 
the value of the variable back-links is set to an empty set, reflecting the fact that no back 
_ links were traversed in order to arrive at the Elastic value in ee. 

£ 15 No matter which path is taken through step (4) of Algorithm 9, execution then 

|5 continues at step (5), In this step, the variable ee, which contains the newly computed 

Elastic value that should be the elastic-from-head value of the current node n, is 
O compared with ne, which is the current elastic-from-head value of n. If these values 

differ, then the value ee will eventually be stored as n's elastic-from-head value and it 
20 will then be necessary to trace nodes that are reachable from n so that the effects of this 
change in n's elastic-from-head value can be propagated to other nodes that might be 
affected. However, if ee and ne are equal, then the traversal path leading to the current 
method call has no effect on n's elastic-from-head value, and hence there is no effect to 
propagate to any other node. Accordingly, if ee and ne are equal, step (5) simply returns 
25 from the current method call, leaving the fields of the current node n imchanged. 

If execution reaches step (6), then the elastic-from-head value of the current 
node n needs to be updated, and the back-links and prev fields may need to be updated 
as well. Step (6) analyzes the result ee to determine whether it is equal to e or is equal 
to neither e nor ne. In the latter case (when the Elastic max of e and ne is equal to 



2682.2018-000 




-44- 



neither e nor ne), both e and ne have made contributions to the resulting value. One 
example of a situation in which this could occur is when e and ne have the same 
preferred size, e is more compressible than ne, and ne is more stretchy than e. The 
Elastic max of these two values would have the same preferred size as the operands, but 
5 would have the compression properties of ne and the stretch properties of e; in other 
words, in each size range the result takes on the properties of the less compliant of the 
two operands. In this case, the set of back links that have made contributions to the 
value ee is the union of the set of back Unks that contributed to e (found in the current 
value of the back-links variable) and the set of back links that contributed to ne (found 
10 in the current value of the back-links field of n). Accordingly, step (6) sets the value of 
2 the back-links variable to that set union. 

gi If ee and e are equal, then the entire influence on the value to be stored in the 

in 

current node n*s elastic- from-head field comes fi-om the Elastic value e derived fi-om the 
^ current traversal path. Accordingly, when this value is stored into the elastic-fi-om-head 

Q 15 field of n, the set of back links pertinent to e should be stored into the back-links field of 

1^ n. This set is just the set that is currently the value of the back-links variable. 

^ Step (6) does make one exception to this rule, however. If ee and ne are equal 

M except for their minimum sizes, then the only change in n's elastic-fi:'om-head value that 

will occur when ee is stored there is that the minimum size will change. Moreover, 
20 since the minimum size of the result of an Elastic max operation equals the greater of 
the minimum sizes of the operands, if ee's minimum size differs fi^om ne*s, then ee*s 
minimum size must be greater than ne*s and the result of updating n's elastic-fi"om-head 
field will be to increase the minimum size of the Elastic value in this field. The 
traversal of back links can never increase a node's minimum size because the Elastic 
25 subtract operation is used when traversing back links and the minimum size is always 
zero in the result of the Elastic subtract operation. Therefore, if the result of this method 
call is only to increase the minimum size of the node n's elastic-fi"om-head value, it is 
acceptable to consider that only those back links that contributed to the previous value 
of n's elastic-fi*om-head field have contributed to the new value of this field. Thus, in 
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this one case, it is acceptable to ignore the value of the back Unks that are deemed to 
have contributed to the Elastic value e. Accordingly, in this case the back-links field of 
n is copied into the back-links variable, so that it can be stored back into the back-links 
field of n in step (7). In an alternative embodiment, this adjustment may be applied 
5 successfixUy at an earlier point in step (6) than the point described here, hi still another 
embodiment, this adjustment may benefit fi:om comparing the values of the back-links 
variable and the n.back-links field and using whichever set is smaller as the set of back 
links to store back into the n.back-links field. 

When step (7) of Algorithm 9 is reached, the variables back-links, ee, and prev 
D 10 contain the values to be stored into the back-links, elastic-fi-om-head, and prev fields, 

respectively, of the current node n. Step (7) simply stores these values into the 
respective fields so that they will be available during subsequent traversals that visit 

•f^ this node. 

yi 

f When execution reaches step (8), the fields of the current node n have been 

p 15 updated in response to the information passed as arguments to this method call, and it is 

^ time to propagate the results of these updates to other nodes that are reachable fi'om n. 

i'y 

SJ This propagation occurs by means of recursive calls to propagate-stretch-recur with 

□ 

u suitable arguments. Before making these calls, however, n must be marked so that the 

processing during these recursive calls will not loop back and attempt to update n itself 

20 To satisfy this goal, step (8) sets the "marked" field of n to true. This field will be reset 
to false in step (11) after all recursive calls have been made. 

The recursive calls themselves are grouped into those that involve forward 
traversal of constraints and those that involve backward traversal of constraints. The 
forward calls are made in step (9) and the backward calls are made in step (10). The 

25 "successors" field of the current node n contains a set of constraints that can be 

traversed forward fi'om n (i.e., the set of constraints that have n's associated fiducial as 
their head fiducial). In step (9) the successors of n are sorted so that their associated 
Elastic values are arranged in order of increasing elasticity using Algorithm 10 to 
determine which of two Elastic values has greater elasticity. The goal of this sort is to 
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improve the efficiency of the computation by first following the paths that will most 
rigidly constrain the size preferences of other fiducials. Following paths in this order 
increases the likelihood of computing nodes* eventual elastic-from-head values early, so 
that most attempts to trace a node will not change the node's elastic-from-head value 
5 and consequently will terminate at step (5) of Algorithm 9 without requiring the tracing 
of additional nodes. Several methods of comparing the elasticity of two Elastics would 
probably be suitable for the purposes of this sort; Algorithm 10 describes one way to 
perform the comparison that has been implemented and found suitable for this purpose. 
After the constraints are sorted in step (9) of Algorithm 9, steps (9a) through (9c) 
10 are executed for each constraint c. Step (9a) computes in the variable newe the Elastic 
value that represents the accumulated size preference along the path that goes through 
S:J the fiducial f and follows the constraint c forward to ct, the tail fiducial of c. As in step 

(3) of Algorithm 6, this accumulated size preference is computed by applying the Elastic 
=p add operation to ee (the current size preference to f from the head of the partially 

L 15 reduced fiducial graph) and ce (the Elastic value that represents the size preference of 

the constraint c). 

Step (9b) then makes a recursive call to update the size preference associated 
with the fiducial ct based on this information. Accordingly, newe is passed as the 
Elastic value to the recursive call. Since this recursive call is associated with a forward 
20 traversal of a constraint, no new back links are added to the set stored in the back-links 
variable. Finally, the current node n is passed as the "prev" argument that indicates the 
node from which the recursive call is propagating this information. 

In step (9c), the result returned by the recursive call in step (9b) is checked. If 
the result is null, then the computation stemming from the recursive call occurred 
25 without a problem and the execution of this method can continue, looping back to 
process any further constraints that should be processed in steps (9a) through (9c). If 
the result is not null, then the computation stemming from the recursive call resulted in 
the identification of a constraint "pc" that should be added to the set of disabled back 
links. In this case, execution of this method must be aborted and the constraint "pc" 
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must be passed back to this method's caller. This return will set in motion a chain of 
similar returns from calls to propagate-stretch-recur, finally causing a return to the call 
in step (3) of Algorithm 8. At that point, the non-null return value will be detected, 
causing the constraint "pc" to be added to the set of disabled back links, after which the 
computation of all nodes' elastic-from-head values will be attempted again in its 
entirety. 

When there are no further constraints to process in step (9) of Algorithm 9, 
execution proceeds to step (10), which handles the backward traversal of constraints 
from the current node n. The processing in step (10) is quite similar to that in step (9), 
but there are some differences owing to the special treatment that is accorded to back 
links. The "predecessors" field of the node n contains a set of constraints that can be 
traversed backward from n (i.e., the set of constraints that have n's associated fiducial as 
their tail fiducial). Li step (10) the predecessors of n are first sorted so that their 
associated Elastic values are arranged in order of increasing elasticity. The procedure 
for doing this and the reasons for doing it are both just as in step (9). 

After the constraints are sorted in step (10), each constraint c is processed in a 
sequence of steps beginning with step (10a). Step (10a) checks whether c is a member 
of the set of disabled back links. If this is the case, backward traversal of c should not be 
attempted and c is not processed any fiirther. histead, the loop in step (10) continues on 
to process any remaining unprocessed constraints. 

If c is not in the set of disabled back links, then step (10b) checks whether c is a 
member of the set stored in the variable back-links. If so, then c has already contributed 
to the value of the current node's elastic-from-head field and should not be traversed 
backward again. In this situation, the policy described earlier for managing the set of 
disabled back links requires that c be added to the disabled set. Accordingly, if c is in 
the set stored in the variable back-links, this method call immediately retums c as its 
value, indicating that the computation has failed and should be retried after adding c to 
the set of disabled back links. As written, the logic in this step implements a relatively 
aggressive policy for adding to the set of disabled back links. Other strategies are 
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possible. For example, in an alternative embodiment a constraint could be added to the 
set of disabled back links only when it is detected in this step and the head node of the 
constraint is not already marked. With a more substantial reorganization of this 
algorithm, addition of a constraint to the set of disabled back links could even be 
5 deferred until backward traversal of the constraint for the second time is foimd in 
step (5) of a recursive call of Algorithm 9 to actually result in a change to the 
elastic-from-head value of some node. 

If the check in step (10b) of Algorithm 9 does not indicate a problem, execution 
proceeds to step (10c). Step (10c) is analogous to step (9a) in that it computes values to 

10 be passed as arguments to a recursive propagate-stretch-recur call. The variable newe is 
computed as the Elastic value representing the accumulated size preference along the 
path that goes through the fiducial f and follows the constraint c backward to ch, the 
head fiducial of c. As in step (5) of Algorithm 6, this accumulated size preference is 
computed by applying the Elastic subtract operation. However, the Elastic value ce that 

15 is associated with the constraint c is first adjusted by increasing its stretch and compress 
orders by 1 for the reasons discussed following the presentation of Algorithm 6. The 
variable cce is set to the result of this adjustment, and newe becomes the Elastic 
difference of ee (the current size preference to f from the head of the partially reduced 
fiducial graph) and cce. Step (10c) of Algorithm 9 also computes in the variable nbl the 

20 set of back links to be passed to the recursive propagate-stretch-recur call. This set 

includes the constraint c (which is about to be traversed backward) in addition to the set 
of back links (which can be found in the variable back-links) that contributed to the 
elastic-from-head value of the current node n. 

Step (lOd) is much like step (9b) in that it makes a recursive 

25 propagate-stretch-recur call. The argument ch indicates the fiducial that should be 

traced (which is the head fiducial of the constraint c); the argxmient n indicates the node 
from which this recursive call is made; the argument newe represents the accumulated 
size preference along the path being traced; and nbl indicates the set of back links that 
contributed to that size preference. 
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Step (lOe), like step (9c), checks the value returned from the recursive call. As 
in step (9c), a return value of null means that processing can continue, while any other 
retum value causes further processing to be aborted and is immediately returned as the 
return value of the current method call. 
5 When all predecessors of the current node n have been considered in step (10), 

execution proceeds to step (1 1). When execution reaches this point, all recursive calls 
have been made and the tracing of the current node n is complete. Accordingly, the 
"marked" field of n is reset to false and in step (12) the method call retums a null value, 
indicating successfial completion of the tracing of n and of all the recursive processing 
1 0 engendered by that tracing. 



Algorithm 10 

m 

Ln According to one embodiment, this algorithm describes the sorting criterion 

HI used in steps (9) and (10) of Algorithm 9. The description is stated as a procedure for 

comparing two Elastics A and B and retuming a Boolean value that is true if B is 
15 considered to have a greater elasticity than A and is false if B is considered not to have a 
greater elasticity than A. 



1 . Let E be max(A,B), the result of applying the Elastic max operation to A 
andB. 

2. If E is equal to A, then retiun true. 
20 3. If E is equal to B, then retum false. 

4. If A's stretch order is less than B's, retum true. 

If A's stretch order is greater than B's, retum false. 

5. If A's compress order is less than B's, retum true. 

If A's compress order is greater than B's, retum false. 
25 6. If A's stretchiness coefficient is less than B's, retum true. 

If A's stretchiness coefficient is greater than B's, retum false. 
7. If A's compressibility coefficient is less than B's, retum true. 
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If A's compressibility coefficient is greater than B's, return false. 

8. If A's minimum size is greater than B's, return true. 
If A's minimum size is less than B's, retum false. 

9. If A*s preferred size is greater than B*s, retum true. 
If A's preferred size is less than B's, retum false. 

1 0. Otherwise, retum true. 

The goal of Algorithm 10 is to determine whether an Elastic value B should be 
considered to be more compliant than another Elastic value A. Steps (1) through (3) of 
this algorithm are based on using the Elastic max operation to compare the elasticity of 
two Elastic values. In general, if applying the Elastic max operation to two values, A 
and B, yields a result equal to A, then B may be considered to be more compliant than 
A. This is because the result indicates that if A and B are connected in parallel, the 
Elastic B will play a completely subordinate role and the properties of the ensemble will 
be determined entirely by the properties of the Elastic A. Accordingly, Algorithm 10 
begins in step (1) by computing E as the Elastic max of the operands A and B. In 
step (2), if E is found to equal A, then B is considered more compliant than A and hence 
true is returned. In step (3), conversely, if E is found to equal B, then A is considered 
more compliant than B and hence false is returned. 

If E is equal to neither A nor B, then a succession of tie-breaking rules are 
applied to select one or the other of A and B as the Elastic to be sorted earlier in steps 
(9) and (10) of Algorithm 9. Although a set of rules according to one embodiment are 
presented, one skilled in the art may alter them accordingly. In step (4), if the stretch 
orders of A and B are found to differ, then the Elastic with the greater stretch order is 
considered to be the more compliant Elastic. If the stretch orders of A and B are equal, 
then in step (5) the compress orders of A and B are likewise compared, and if they 
differ, the Elastic with the greater compress order is considered to be the more 
compliant Elastic. 
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If no difference between A and B is discovered in step (4) or (5), then the 
comparison of parameters of A and B continues by comparing their stretchiness 
coefficients and compressibiUty coefficients in steps (6) and (7). If a difference is 
found, the Elastic with the larger coefficient is considered to be the more compliant 
Elastic. If no difference is found before execution reaches step (8), then as a final set of 
tie-breaking measures, an Elastic is considered to be less compliant in step (8) if its 
minimum size is greater, and is considered to be less compliant in step (9) if its 
preferred size is greater. Step (10) should never be reached, since if all parameters of 
two Elastic values A and B are equal, then A and B themselves are equal. In this case, 
the value max(A,B) computed in step (1) should also be equal to both A and B, and the 
comparison in step (2) would already have returned true. However, step (10) is included 
as a final safety measure. 

As mentioned above, reverse versions also exist for the propagate-stretch and 
propagate-stretch-recur methods (Algorithms 8 and 9, above). These reverse versions 
will be termed reverse-propagate-stretch and reverse-propagate-stretch-recur. They 
differ from the correspondingly named forward versions as follows: 

* All references to propagate-stretch are replaced with references to 
reverse-propagate-stretch and all references to propagate-stretch-recur are 
replaced with references to reverse-propagate-stretch-recur. 

* All references to the successors field of NetworkGridNode objects are 
replaced with references to the predecessors field, and likewise all 
references to the predecessors field are replaced with references to the 
successors field. 

* All references to head fiducials are replaced with references to tail 
fiducials, and likewise all references to tail fiducials are replaced with 
references to head fiducials. 

* All references to the elastic-from-head field of NetworkGridNode 
objects are replaced with references to the elastic-to-tail field. 
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* Step (4b) of the propagate-stretch-recur method (Algorithm 9) reads as 
b. Let ^os be the position that has been assigned to f and let 

hpos be the position that has been assigned to the fiducial 

ngc.head. Let offset be ^os - hpos. 
The corresponding step of the reverse-propagate-stretch-recur method 
reads as 

b. Let ^os be the position that has been assigned to f and let 
tpos be the position that has been assigned to the fiducial 
ngc.tail. Let offset be tpos - ^os. 

* The prev field ofNetworkGridNode objects is not used. In other words, 
the set operation to n.prev in step (7) of Algorithm 9 is not performed. 

Allocating Space Using Non-Series-Parallel Fiducial Graphs 

When the actual size allocated to a grid dimension has been determined, the 
positions of all the fiducials in that dimension, and the consequent sizes in that 
dimension of the grid elements, must be computed. In the case of a fiducial graph that 
is not series-parallel. Algorithm 4 cannot be used directly. When the size allocated to a 
grid dimension equals the preferred size of that grid dimension, calculating the position 
of each fiducial should be a simple matter: just assign each fiducial a position that 
corresponds to the preferred size of the elastic-from-head computed for that fiducial by 
Algorithm 9. However, it is necessary to have an algorithm that can address the 
situation in which the size allocated to a grid dimension differs from its preferred size. 
This problem is particularly challenging when the allocated size of the grid dimension is 
less than its preferred size; in this case, it is important to choose an algorithm that 
avoids "painting itself into a comer" by allocating space too generously at first, leaving 
insufficient space even to meet the minimum size requirements of some grid elements 
that are considered later in the process. 

According to one embodiment, the highest priority goal for the algorithm is to 
assign positions to fiducials in a way that respects the left-to-right or top-to-bottom 
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order of fiducials in the grid: if there is a constraint whose head fiducial is H and whose 
tail fiducial is T, T should never be assigned a position that is less than the position 
assigned to H. Such an assignment would imply a negative size for one or more grid 
elements, which is unacceptable. For example, in the fiducial graph of Figure 9, the 
fiducial 11 52 should always be before the fiducial 1 154 because the constraint 1 108 has 
fiducial 1 152 as its head and fiducial 1 154 as its tail. Therefore, the position assigned to 
fiducial 1 154 should never be less than the position assigned to fiducial 1 152. 

A secondary, but still very important, goal is to assign positions to fiducials in a 
way that avoids violating the minimum size of any grid element. A tertiary, but still 
important, goal is to assign positions to fiducials in a way that reflects as well as 
possible the preferred sizes and elasticities of the various grid elements, as expressed by 
the Elastic objects associated with the constraints in the partially reduced fiducial graph. 
The algorithms described below address these goals by taking the following measures: 

* Recompute the elastic-from-head and elastic-to-tail of each 
NetworkGridNode after setting the positions of the head and tail fiducials 
of the partially reduced fiducial graph to values that reflect the overall 
space that has been allocated for the grid. 

* Work through the NetworkGridNode objects, assigning fiducial positions 
in an order carefully chosen to minimize the risk of violating any grid 
element's minimum size. As each fiduciaPs position is assigned, this 
assigned position immediately becomes an additional input in computing 
the positions to assign to the remaining fiducials. The elastic-from-head 
and elastic-to-tail values associated with each fiducial are used as 
additional inputs to this assignment process, providing a summarized 
view of the preferences for the position of each fiducial that arise from 
the various coimections in the partially reduced fiducial graph. 

According to one embodiment, the "prev" field of NetworkGridNode contains 
information that is helpful in choosing the order in which to consider fiducials. The 
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prev field of a node N is either null or points to one of the nodes X from which a 
constraint was traversed that caused N's elastic-from-head to become more tightly 
constrained. The chain of prev pointers leading from a node N defines, in reverse order, 
a chain of nodes leading to N. This latter chain can be identified by following N*s prev 
5 field back to another node, and then in turn following that node's prev field back to 
another node, and so on until the head node of the network is reached. (The head node 
is the only one whose prev field should contain null.) The nodes along this chain 
leading to a node N are nodes whose position assignments have a critical effect on the 
positioning of N's associated fiducial; this chain is accordingly called the "critical chain" 
10 of N. The critical chain can include both forward and reverse traversals of constraints. 

'"O Suppose, for example, that in the fiducial graph of Figure 9 the grid elements 1 102, 

III 

W 1 108, and 1110 have a low degree of elasticity, while the grid elements 1 104 and 1 106 

Ln 

have a higher degree of elasticity. Then the critical chain leading to the tail node of the 
+ graph (corresponding to fiducial 1 156) would begin with the head node 1 1 50 and 

B 15 continue through nodes 1 154, 1 152, and 1 156, in that order. This chain involves the 

fij forward traversal of the constraints associated with grid elements 1 102 and 1110 but the 

reverse traversal of the constraint associated with grid element 11 08. This critical chain 
H would be represented in the values of "prev" fields of NetworkGridNodes as follows: 

the "prev" field of node 1 156 would point to node 1 152, the "prev" field of node 1 152 
20 would point to node 1 154, the "prev" field of node 1 154 would point to node 1 150, and 
the "prev"field of node 1 150 would be null. 

The actual assignment of positions to fiducials is performed in the method 
NetworkGridConstraint.propagate-set-fiducial, described in detail below as 
Algorithm 12. This algorithm generally works its way backward fi"om the tail fiducial 
25 toward the head fiducial, assigning positions to fiducials that are closer to the tail 

fiducial first. Thus, if a fiducial F is a predecessor of a fiducial G (meaning that G can 
be reached fi-om F in the partially reduced fiducial graph by traversing constraints in the 
forward direction only), a position will generally be assigned to G before assigning a 
position to F. However, if G precedes F in a critical chain (which is possible because a 
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critical chain may involve the backward traversal of some constraints), the algorithm 
will assign a position to F before assigning a position to G. 

Ideally, the position of each fiducial F would be set to the value P computed by 
P = HP + divide(EH, ET, TP - HP) where 

"EH" is the elastic-from-head value associated with F, 

"ET" is the elastic-to-tail value associated with F, 

"HP" is the position of the head fiducial of the partially reduced fiducial 

graph, 

"TP" is the position of the tail fiducial of the partially reduced fiducial 
graph, and 

"divide(...)" is the Elastic divide operation. 

This computation is appealing because it uses the preferred sizes and elasticities 
that apply before and after the fiducial F to dictate how much of the space between the 
head and tail fiducials of the overall grid should be allocated before and after the 
position assigned to F. The Elastic divide operation computes the amount of this space 
that should be allocated before F, and the addition of HP to this value yields an actual 
position for F that leaves the desired amount of space between the head fiducial and F. 

Unfortunately, there are various situations, particularly when the overall size 
allocated to the grid is less than the grid's preferred size, in which the positions yielded 
by this formula will violate the minimum sizes of one or more grid elements, and 
perhaps even yield negative sizes for one or more grid elements. Accordingly, several 
measures are taken to track explicitly the effects of elements* minimum sizes and the 
effects of positions that have already been assigned to some fiducials. Although the 
formula above captures the spirit of the computation that is performed, the computation 
according to an embodiment is modified to incorporate these measures before finally 
applying a modified version of the above formula in step (14) of Algorithm 12, 
described below. 
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According to one embodiment, these measures operate by computing several 
variables for each fiducial F in preparation for determining the position that will actually 
be assigned to F, These variables are the foUov^ing: 

"max-pred-pos" is the largest position that has been assigned to any immediate 
predecessor of F. In other words, this is the largest position that has been assigned to 
any fiducial H that is the head fiducial of a constraint whose tail fiducial is F. For 
example, for fiducial 1554 in Figure 12, max-pred-pos will be the larger of the positions 
assigned to fiducials 1550 and 1552 (if positions have already been assigned to either of 
these fiducials). 

"min-succ-pos" is the smallest position that has been assigned to any immediate 
successor of F. In other words, this is the smallest position that has been assigned to 
any fiducial T that is the tail fiducial of a constraint whose head fiducial is F. For 
example, for fiducial 1550 in Figure 12, min-succ-pos will be the smallest of the 
positions assigned to fiducials 1552, 1554, and 1556 (leaving out any of these fiducials 
to which a position has not yet been assigned). 

"low-limit" is the smallest position that can be assigned to F, given the known 
minimum-size constraints and the positions that have aheady been assigned to other 
fiducials, without violating the minimum size of any grid element. For example, for 
fiducial 1554 in Figure 12, low-limit will be the greatest of 

* The position assigned to fiducial 1548 (the head fiducial of the graph) 
plus the minimum size of the elastic-from-head value of fiducial 1554; 

* The position assigned to fiducial 1550 plus the minimum size of the 
Elastic associated with constraint 1512, if a position has already been 
assigned to fiducial 1550; and 

* The position assigned to fiducial 1552 plus the minimum 
size of the Elastic associated with constraint 1516, if a 
position has already been assigned to fiducial 1552. 

"high-limit" is the largest position that can be assigned to F, given the known 
minimum-size constraints and the positions that have already been assigned to other 
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fiducials, without violating the minimum size of any grid element. For example, for 
fiducial 1550 in Figure 12, high-limit will be the smallest of 

* The position assigned to fiducial 1558 (the tail fiducial of the graph) 
minus the minimum size of the elastic-to-tail value of fiducial 1550; 

5 * The position assigned to fiducial 1552 minus the minimum size of the 

Elastic associated with constraint 1510, if a position has already been 
assigned to fiducial 1552; 

* The position assigned to fiducial 1554 minus the minimum size of the 
Elastic associated with constraint 1512, if a position has already been 

10 assigned to fiducial 1554; and 

* The position assigned to fiducial 1556 minus the minimum size of the 
Elastic associated with constraint 1514, if a position has already been 
assigned to fiducial 1556. 

The algorithm's primary goal of not assigning a negative size to any grid 
15 element will be achieved by assigning to F a position between max-pred-pos and min- 
succ-pos. The algorithm's secondary goal of not violating the minimum size of any grid 
element can be achieved by assigning to F a position between low-limit and high- limit. 
It is possible in some situations that violation of the minimum size will occur even if 
this policy is followed, since a complex fiducial graph could have indirect 
20 minimum-size constraints that do not become apparent soon enough to enable correct 
calculation of the low-limit and high-limit values. However, in the situations commonly 
encountered in practice, the computation of these values as described in Algorithm 12 is 
adequate. 

The broad outlines of the procedure for assigning a position to a fiducial F are 
25 thus as follows: 

1 . Ensure that positions have been assigned to all fiducials whose positions 
should be assigned before the position of F is assigned. 

2. Compute the values of max-pred-pos, min-succ-pos, low-limit, and 
high-limit. 
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3. If possible, use the calculation in step (14) of Algorithm 12 to assign a 
position to F that is greater than max-pred-pos and low-limit, and is less 
than min-succ-pos and high-limit. If this is not possible, then use various 
fallback strategies (implemented in steps (7) and (8) of Algorithm 12). 



! y 



5 In detail according to one embodiment, the assignment of positions to fiducials 

in a partially reduced fiducial graph is requested by calling a method 
NetworkGridConstraint.set-fiducials, described by the pseudocode in Algorithm 11, 
after assigning the desired positions to head and tail fiducials of the graph. This method 
uses a helper method NetworkGridConstraint.propagate-set-fiducial, described by the 
10 pseudocode in Algorithm 12, which does most of the work. 



ijl Algorithm 1 1 

•1: According to one embodiment, the following is a definition of 

s_ {ngc.set-fiducials} where ngc is a NetworkGridConstraint. Note that this method is 

called after positions have already been assigned to the head and tail fiducials of the 
15 network ngc. 

1 . For each NetworkGridNode n in ngc.nodemap, perform the following 
steps: 

Set n.marked to false. 

If ngc.fiducial equals neither ngc.head nor ngc.tail, 
20 mark n.fiducial as not yet having had a position assigned. 

2. Remove all elements fi:'om ngc.disabled-back-links. 

3. Call {ngc.propagate-stretch ngc.head}. 

4. Remove all elements fi-om ngc.disabled-back-links. 

5. Call (ngc.reverse-propagate-stretch ngc.tail}. 
25 6. Call {ngc.propagate-set-fiducial ngc.head}. 
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7. For each constraint c in ngc.components, call {c.set-fiducials} to ask c to 
set the positions of its internal fiducials. 

Algorithm 1 1 orchestrates the assignment of positions to fiducials in a partially 
reduced fiducial graph by initializing the relevant data structures and then calling 
5 several other methods that do most of the work. In step (1) the "marked" fields of all 
nodes in the graph are set to false. Each node's "marked" field will be set to true when 
the computation of a position for that node's fiducial begins. Step (1) also marks the 
positions of all fiducials, except for the graph's head and tail fiducials, as being 
unassigned. This step erases the results of any previous assignments of positions to the 
^ 10 affected fiducials. 

m Step (2) sets up for and step (3) calls the propagate-stretch method of 

m 

m Algorithm 8, to fill in the "prev" and elastic-from-head fields of every node. The values 

of these fields will reflect the already assigned positions of the head and tail fiducials of 

n the graph. Therefore, these field values may differ from those computed when the 

Q 

15 propagate-stretch method was called earlier, during the computation of a size preference 
\J\ for the fiducial graph. 

□ Step (4) sets up for and step (5) calls the reverse-propagate-stretch method to fill 

in the elastic-to-tail fields of every node. Then step (6) calls the propagate-set- fiducial 
method of Algorithm 12, below, to compute and assign positions for all fiducials that 

20 correspond to nodes in the partially reduced fiducial graph. This method call uses the 
field values computed during steps (3) and (5). 

Finally, after positions have been assigned to all fiducials that correspond to 
nodes in the partially reduced fiducial graph, the results of those position assignments 
can be propagated to the constraints in the graph. Step (7) accordingly calls the 

25 set-fiducials method on each such constraint. If a constraint is a Series Composition 
constraint and/or contains any Series Composition constraints, this call will result in 
positions being assigned to the fiducials corresponding to the internal nodes of such 
Series Composition constraints. 
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Aleorithm 12 



According to one embodiment, the definition of {ngc.propagate-set- fiducial f}, 
where ngc is a NetworkGridConstraint and f is a fiducial includes the following: 

1 . Let n be ngc.nodemap[fl, so n is the NetworkGridNode 
corresponding to f 

2. If n.marked is true, then return null. 

3. Set n.marked to true. 

Let hpos be the position assigned to the fiducial ngc.head. 

Let tpos be the position assigned to the fiducial ngc.tail. 

Let min-from-head be the minimum size of n.elastic-fr-om-head. 

Let min-to-tail be the minimum size of n.elastic-to-tail. 

Let max-pred-pos be hpos. 

Let min-succ-pos be tpos. 

Let low- limit be hpos H- min-fi-om-head. 

Let high-limit be tpos - min-to-tail. 

4. For each constraint c in n.successors perform the following steps: 

A. Let ctail be the tail fiducial of c. 

B. If the position of ctail has not already been assigned, 
perform the following steps: 



corresponding to ctail. 
ii. Determine whether ntail precedes n in a critical chain. This is 
done by starting with n and following the chain of prev links to 
see whether ntail is one of the NetworkGridNodes in the chain. 
As an optimization, check first whether ntail.prev equals n. If so, 
ntail cannot precede n in a critical chain because n precedes ntail 
in a critical chain. 



1. 



Let ntail be ngc.nodemap[ctail], so ntail is the NetworkGridNode 
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iii. If ntail does not precede n in a critical chain, then call 
{ngc.propagate-set-fiducial ctail} . 
C. If a position has been assigned to ctail and the position of f has not yet 
been assigned, then perform the following steps: 

i. Let ctpos be the position assigned to ctail. 

ii. If ctpos is less than min-succ-pos, set min-succ-pos to ctpos. 

iii. If ctpos is less than high-limit, set high-limit to ctpos. 
For each constraint c in n.predecessors perform the following steps: 

A. Let chead be the head fiducial of c and let nhead be ngc.nodemap[chead]. 

B. If nhead.prev equals n, then call {ngc.propagate-set- fiducial chead}. 

C. If the position of chead has already been assigned and the 
position of f has not yet been assigned, then perform the 
following steps: 

i. Let chpos be the position assigned to chead. 

ii. If chpos is greater than max-pred-pos, set max-pred-pos to chpos. 

iii. If chpos is greater than low-limit, set low-limit to chpos. 
If the position of f has akeady been set, then retum. 

If high-limit < low-limit, then set high-limit to the minimum of low-limit 
and min-succ-pos and then set low- limit to the maximum of high-limit 
and max-pred-pos. 

Check whether high-limit < low-limit. 

If so, let pos be (low-limit + high-limit) / 2 and go to step (15). 

If not, continue with step (9). 
Let ehigh be an Elastic whose minimum and preferred sizes are zero and 
whose elasticity is greater than that of any grid element. 
For each constraint c in n. successors perform the following steps: 

A. Let ctail be the tail fiducial of c. 

B. If the position of ctail has already been assigned, then 
Let ce be the Elastic associated with the constraint c. 
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Let ctpos be the position assigned to ctail. 
Let d be ctpos - high-limit. 

Let de be a rigid Elastic whose minimum and preferred 
sizes are equal to d. 
5 Let ee be ce - de, the Elastic difference of ce and de. 

Set ehigh to max(ehigh, ee), the result of applying the 
Elastic max operation to ehigh and ee. 

1 1 . Let elow be n.elastic-from-head. 

12. Let d be low-limit - hpos. 

g 10 Let de be a rigid Elastic whose minimum and preferred sizes are 

^ equal to d. 

fll Set elow to elow - de, the Elastic difference of elow and de. 

jJl 13. For each constraint c in n.predecessors perform the following steps: 

A. Let chead be the head fiducial of c. 
15 B. If the position of chead has already been assigned, then 

: n Let ce be the Elastic associated with the constraint c. 

rt Let chpos be the position assigned to chead. 

O Let d be low-limit - chpos. 

Let de be a rigid Elastic whose minimum and preferred 
20 sizes are equal to d. 

Let ee be ce - de, the Elastic difference of ce and de. 
Set elow to max(elow, ee), the result of applying the 
Elastic max operation to elow and ee. 

14. Let amt be divide(elow, ehigh, high-limit - low-limit), where divide(...) is 
25 the Elastic divide operation. 

Let pos be low-limit + amt. 

15. Assign pos as the position of the fiducial f 
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The propagate-set- fiducial method described in Algorithm 12 is the workhorse 
method for assigning fiducial positions in a partially reduced fiducial graph. The 
method receives an argiunent f, which is a fiducial whose position should be assigned. 
The method ensures that positions are assigned to all fiducials whose positions should 
5 be assigned before a position is assigned to f by making a recursive call (in step (4Biii) 
or (5B)) for each such fiducial whose position has not already been assigned. Following 
this phase, in steps (7) through (15) the method computes a position for f that best 
reflects the influence of already positioned neighboring fiducials and the other available 
information about the cumulative effect of the various constraints in the graph. 

10 hi the initial call to this method from step (6) of Algorithm 1 1, f is the head 

fiducial of the graph. Through recursive calls, all fiducials in the graph will eventually 
be reached and their positions will be computed. However, these recursive calls need to 
be made at least once from each fiducial even if, as in the case of the head fiducial, the 
position of the fiducial has already been assigned. Otherwise, there is a risk that some 

1 5 parts of the partially reduced fiducial graph might not be reached by any recursive call. 
Accordingly, steps (1) through (5) of Algorithm 12 are executed once for every fiducial, 
even if its position has already been assigned. Steps (7) through (15), however, are 
skipped in the case of a fiducial whose position is already assigned. 

The steps of Algorithm 12 are now described in detail. In step (1), the variable n 

20 is set to the NetworkGridNode object that is associated with the fiducial f In step (2) 
the "marked" field of n is checked. If this field contains true, then a computation of a 
position for f is already in progress, so this method call simply returns. This situation 
can occur if a call to propagate-set-fiducial for f makes recursive calls which in turn 
make fiirther recursive calls, one of which comes back to visit f Since there is already a 

25 call that will ultimately assign a position to f, there is no need for the recursive call to do 
any work. 

If execution reaches step (3), a commitment has been made that this method call 
will make the recursive calls from the fiducial f and will assign a position to f if 
necessary. The "marked" field of n is set to true so that any fiiture calls to this method 
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for f will return immediately in step (2). Continuing now in step (3), initial values are 
computed for a large number of variables used in subsequent steps: 

"hpos" is the position already assigned to the head fiducial of the graph. 

"tpos" is the position already assigned to the tail fiducial of the graph. 

"min-from-head" is the minimum size of the elastic-from-head value for the 
fiducial f 

"min-to-tail" is the minimum size of the elastic-to-tail value for f 

The next four variables were already discussed above, before the presentation of 
Algorithms 1 1 and 12. These variables are initialized in this step and their values are 
then refined in subsequent steps: 

"max-pred-pos" is initialized to the position of the head fiducial of the graph, 
since no fiducial should be assigned a position before that of the head fiducial. 

"min-succ-pos" is initialized to the position of the tail fiducial of the graph, 
since no fiducial should be assigned a position after that of the tail fiducial 

**low-limit" is initiaUzed to hpos + min-fi"om-head; in other words, to the least 
position that can be assigned to the fiducial f without violating the minimum size of fs 
elastic-fi'om-head value. 

"high-limit" is initialized to tpos - min-to-tail, which is likewise the greatest 
position that can be assigned to f without violating the minimum size of f s elastic-to-tail 
value. 

As a minor optimization, the initialization of the above variables could be 
omitted in the case where the position of f has akeady been assigned. 

Execution then proceeds to step (4), in which each constraint that can be 
traversed forward fi"om f is examined. For each such constraint c, step (4B) checks 
whether a position has already been assigned to ctail, the tail fiducial of c. If not, 
step (4Bii) determines whether a position should be assigned to ctail before a position 
has been assigned to f As described above, ctail's position should be assigned before 
f s, except when ctail precedes f in a critical chain. Step (4Bii) determines whether this 
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is the case, and step (4Biii) makes a recursive call to assign a position to ctail, except 
when ctail precedes f in a critical chain. 

For example, consider Figure 13 which is an example of a fiducial graph having 
critical chains, hi the graph 1500, dashed arrows are added to indicate the "prev" values 
5 of the various graph nodes for a certain hypothetical set of size preferences associated 
with the various constraints in the graph. If the "prev" field of a node A points to a node 
B, then Figure 13 includes a dashed arrow pointing from node A to node B. For 
example, the dashed arrow from node 1552 to node 1554 in Figure 13 indicates that the 
"prev" field of node 1552 points to node 1554. Traversing these dashed arrows in the 
□ 10 reverse direction, there is a critical chain beginning with node 1548 and continuing 

•2 through nodes 1550, 1554, 1552, and 1558. Another critical chain begins at node 1548 

'i: and continues through nodes 1550, 1554, and 1556. 

01 

in When Algorithm 12 is applied to this graph and the propagate-set-fiducial 

^ method is called on the fiducial associated with node 1552, step (4Biii) will make a 

15 recursive call to assign a position to the successor node 1558 because node 1558 does 
@ not precede node 1552 in a critical chain. (In fact, node 1558 follows node 1552 in a 

critical chain.) However, step (4Biii) will not make a recursive call to assign a position 
f: to node 1554, even though node 1554 is a successor of node 1552, because node 1554 

precedes node 1552 in a critical chain. The omission of this recursive call provides an 
20 opportunity for the position of node 1552 to be assigned before the position of node 
1554, so that the position of node 1552 can be taken into account when assigning a 
position to node 1554, in recognition of their relative positions in the critical chain. 

After step (4B), execution continues to step (4C). In this step, if a position has 
been assigned to ctail and a position needs to be assigned to f, the values of 
25 min-succ-pos and high-limit are reduced if the position assigned to ctail is less than the 
previously assigned value of either of these variables. This reduction ensures that the 
position assigned to f will not be greater than the position assigned to ctail. 

Step (5) is similar to step (4) except that it considers constraints that can be 
traversed backward, rather than forward, from f For each such constraint c, step (5B) 
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checks whether there is a critical chain in which f is the immediate predecessor of 
chead, the head fiducial of c (determined by checking whether the "prev" field of nhead 
points to n). This is the only case in which a position should be assigned to chead 
before assigning a position to f; in this case, step (5B) makes a recursive call to assign a 
5 position to chead. 

Again using the example in Figure 13, if f is the fiducial associated with node 
1554, step (5B) will not make a recursive call for node 1550 because node 1550 is a 
predecessor of node 1554 and the "prev" field of node 1550 does not point to 
node 1554. However, step (5B) does make a recursive call for the predecessor node 
10 1552 because the "prev" field of node 1552 does point to node 1554. This call supports 
the goal of assigning positions to fiducials that follow f in a critical chain before 



Finally, step (5C) is very similar to step (4C): if a position has been assigned to 
chead and not yet to f, the values of max-pred-pos and low-limit are increased if either 
1 5 variable is less than the position assigned to chead. 

At the completion of step (5), all recursive calls that should occur have occurred. 
If a position has already been assigned to the fiducial f (for example, if f is the head or 
tail fiducial of the fiducial graph), then there is nothing left to do for f, so in this case 
step (6) simply returns firom the propagate-set-fiducial call. 



respected, the value of high-limit may have become less than that of low-limit. In such 
a situation, the goal of respecting all constraints' minimum sizes must be abandoned. 
Accordingly, if step (7) finds that this is the situation, the values of these two variables 
are adjusted so that high-limit is no longer less than low-limit. However, high-limit is 
25 not allowed to become greater than min-succ-pos and low-limit is not allowed to 
become less than max-pred-pos. In the normal case, this adjustment will leave 
low-limit and high-limit equal to each other. Alternative embodiments for this case may 
include setting high-limit and low-limit to distinct values intermediate between max- 
pred-pos and min-succ-pos. 



assigning a position to f itself 



20 



In some difficult situations in which not all constraints* minimum sizes can be 



2682.2018-000 



-67- 

If in step (8) the value of high-limit is still less than that of low-Hmit, then it 
must be the case that max-pred-pos is greater than min-succ-pos. In this case, not even 
the goal of assigning fiducial positions that are in the proper order can be achieved. The 
response to this emergency is just to assign a position for f that is halfway between the 
5 low-limit and high-limit values, so that value is computed in this step and control then 
transfers to step (15) to assign the value as f s position. It should be emphasized, 
however, that this emergency situation should never occur unless the positions assigned 
to the head and tail fiducials of the fiducial graph are themselves out of the proper order. 
If execution reaches step (9), the position that will be assigned to the fiducial f 
^ 10 lies somewhere in the range bounded by low-limit and high-limit. Steps (9) through 

(13) calculate two Elastic values, ehigh and elow, that will be used in step (14) to 
m calculate where in this range the position of f should actually be assigned. Steps (9) and 

'f^ (10) calculate ehigh and steps (11) through (13) calculate elow. 

^ The Elastic value, ehigh, represents the combined size preferences of the 

5 15 constraints that link the fiducial f to all relevant fiducials that follow f and whose 

positions have already been assigned. The ultimate use of ehigh is in the divide 
^ ^ operation of step (14), which positions f within the range bounded by low-limit and 

□ high-limit. Accordingly, ehigh needs to represent the size preference from f to a point 

whose position equals the value of high-limit. 
20 Step (9) gives ehigh an initial, highly stretchy value in preparation for step (10), 

in which Elastics derived from the size preferences of the various constraints will be 
combined into ehigh using the Elastic max operation. Step (10) loops through the 
constraints that can be traversed forward from f For each such constraint c whose tail 
fiducial has an assigned position, an Elastic value derived from that constraint will be 
25 combined into ehigh. This Elastic value, however, must represent the size preference 
from f to high-limit rather than the size preference from f to the tail fiducial of the 
constraint. Because of the adjustments to min-succ-pos and high-limit in steps (4Cii) 
and (4Ciii), high-limit is guaranteed to be less than or equal to the position assigned to 
the tail fiducial of the constraint c. Therefore, the size preference associated with c may 
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need to be "shortened" by the distance between high-Umit and the position assigned to 
c's tail fiducial. 

Figure 14 is a diagram illustrating the shortening of a constraint's Elastic for step 
(lOB) of Algorithm 12 according to one embodiment. Figure 14 illustrates this 
5 situation, showing the fiducial f 1700 and the constraint c 1702. The Elastic value 
associated with constraint c 1702 is depicted as Elastic ce 1706 and the desired 
shortened Elastic is shown as Elastic ee 1708. By comparing this diagram with 
Figure 10 it can be seen that a way to compute the desired Elastic ee 1708 would be to 
create an Elastic de 1710 representing the desired amount of shortening, and then 

10 subtract that Elastic de 1710 fi-om Elastic ce 1706 using the Elastic subtract operation. 
From Figure 14 it is apparent that Elastic de 1710 should represent the distance between 
high-limit 1712 and the assigned position of the fiducial ctail 1704 that is the tail 
fiducial of constraint c 1702. 

Thus, step (lOB) calculates the desired amount of shortening in the variable d 

15 and sets the variable de to a highly rigid Elastic value of that length. The variable ee is 
then set to the result of applying the Elastic subtract operation to ce and de, and finally 
this Elastic value ee is combined into ehigh using the Elastic max operation, as 
described above. The loop of step (10) repeats these operations for each constraint that 
can be traversed forward fi"om f 

20 Note that the elastic-to-tail value for f is not used explicitly in steps (9) and (10). 

This value is used in step (2) and thus has an indirect effect by influencing the value of 
high-limit that is used in step (10), but f s elastic-to-tail is not used explicitly in steps (9) 
or (10) because, by the time these steps are reached, positions should already be 
assigned to the successor fiducials of f (except where such fiducials precede fin a 

25 critical chain) and it is expected that the information contained in f s elastic-to-tail value 
has already played its part during the assignment of positions to those successor 
fiducials. Accordingly, the computation of ehigh in steps (9) and (10) relies directly on 
these assigned positions and on the size preferences of f s successor constraints, rather 
than attempting to use f s elastic-to-tail value. 
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After step (10), execution continues to step (11), where computation of the 
Elastic value elow begins. This Elastic value is analogous to ehigh but should represent 
the size preference to the fiducial f from a point whose position equals the value of 
low-limit. In other respects, however, the situation on this side of f differs considerably 
from that on the high side off Most notably, although the positions of most fiducials 
on the high side of f will already have been assigned, the positions of most fiducials on 
the low side of f will not yet have been assigned; rather, the assignment of positions for 
those fiducials awaits the assignment of positions to their successor fiducials such as f 
However, it is possible that certain predecessor fiducials of f already have assigned 
positions, either because such fiducials follow f in a critical chain or because 
positions were assigned to those fiducials before the beginning of the computation. It is 
desirable to take into account any such positions that have already been assigned, but 
since many predecessor fiducials will not yet have assigned positions, the elastic-from- 
head value associated with f is used to account for the size preferences accumulated 
along the various paths from the head fiducial that pass through those predecessor 
fiducials. 

For example, in Figure 13 during the computation of a position to the fiducial 
associated with node 1554, the fiducial associated with predecessor node 1552 will 
already have been assigned a position because it follows node 1554 in a critical chain, 
but the position of the fiducial associated with predecessor node 1550 will not yet have 
been computed. The elastic- from-head value of node 1554 will, however, include 
information about the size preferences of constraints along the paths from head node 
1548 to node 1554, including the constraints connected to nodes such as node 1550 to 
which no position has yet been assigned. 

According to an altemative embodiment, an even more precise assessment of the 
size preferences applying to fiducials at various stages of this computation could be 
achieved by recomputing all elastic-from-head and elastic-to-tail values every time a 
position is assigned to a fiducial. Except for the sharing of the 
NetworkGridNode.marked field between Algorithms 9 and 12, this could be done 



2682.2018-000 




-70- 



straightforwardly by repeating steps (2) through (5) of Algorithm 1 1 every time a 
fiduciars position is assigned. 

Retuming to the description of Algorithm 12, steps (1 1) and (12) initialize the 
Elastic value elow by taking the elastic-from-head value associated v^ith the fiducial f 
5 and "shortening" it to account for the value of low-limit. This shortening is entirely 
analogous to the shortening depicted in Figure 14 except that the Elastic de 1710 used 
for the shortening is now applied on the low side, rather than the high side, of the 
Elastic to be shortened. Step (11) sets elow as the elastic-from-head value associated 
with f. Since this value is measured from the head node of the fiducial graph to f, the 
10 amount by which this Elastic should be shortened should equal the distance from the 
position of this head node to the point whose position equals the value of low-limit. 
Step (12) accordingly computes this distance in the variable d and then subtracts a 



using the Elastic subtract operation. These steps result in assigning to the variable elow 
1 5 the desired shortened Elastic representing a size preference from low-limit to the 
fiducial f. 

Step (13) is analogous to step (10) except that step (13) loops through 
predecessor, rather than successor, fiducials. For each predecessor fiducial chead whose 
position is found to be already assigned, an Elastic value ee is computed based on the 

20 size preference along the constraint that connects chead and f, shortened to represent a 
size preference from low-limit to f. This Elastic value ee is then combined into elow 
using the Elastic max operation, as in step (10). 

When all predecessors of the fiducial f have been considered, execution 
proceeds to step (14). This step computes in the variable pos the position to be assigned 

25 to f, using the Elastic divide operation to choose a value in the range bounded by low- 
limit and high-limit. The Elastics supplied to the divide operation are elow, which 
represents a size preference from low-limit to f, and ehigh, which represents a size 
preference from f to high-limit. By providing these two Elastics as operands to the 
divide operation along with the distance high-limit - low-limit, which is the size of the 



m 



highly rigid Elastic value de of this length from the previously assigned value of elow 
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range of available positions, the computation computes in the variable amt the amount 
of that range that should be positioned before f in order to best reflect the information 
contained in these size preferences. This amount is then added to the numerical value of 
low-limit in order to calculate in the variable pos an actual position for the fiducial f. 
5 Finally, in step (15) the position pos is actually assigned to the fiducial f, after 

which the propagate-set-fiducial method call returns. When all recursive 
propagate-set- fiducial calls spawned by the original call in step (6) of Algorithm 1 1 
have returned, positions will thus have been assigned to all fiducials in the partially 
reduced fiducial graph. 

10 Grid Lavout Using Origins 

In its most general form, the layout of graphical objects using elastics and 
three-pass layout negotiation computes not just the size of each object but also the 
position of an origin point within the object's bounds. The algorithms presented above 
can be extended to accommodate the processing of origins in grids. Two cases need to 

15 be addressed: the positioning of the origin points of grid elements and the positioning of 
origin points of grids themselves. 

Grid elements that use origin points can be incorporated through a simple 
extension of the algorithms presented above. When a grid element is added to a grid, 
the element's origin point can optionally be connected to a vertical and/or a horizontal 

20 fiducial. 

If the origin point of a given element is not connected to a fiducial along a grid 
dimension of interest, then the Leaf constraint corresponding to that element has an 
associated Elastic that is the total Elastic of the element along that dimension. This total 
Elastic will be the Elastic sum of the first and last components of the element's 
25 OriginElastic along that dimension. For a description of OriginElastic, see U.S. Serial 
No. 09/364,470, entitled "Multiple Pass Layout of Graphical Objects With Elastics," 
and additionally, see U.S. Serial No. 09/364,469, filed July 30, 1999, entitled 
"Processing of Graphical Objects Having Origins Defined With Elasticity," by Robert 
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H. Halstead, Jr. and David E. HoUingsworth, the entire teachings of which are 
incorporated herein by reference. 

According to one embodiment, when a size is allocated to the Leaf constraint, 
the amount of space allocated to the portions of the element that lie before and after the 
5 element's origin point will be computed as follows: 

before = divide(E. first, E.last, total) 
after = total - before 
where 

"E" is the OriginElastic describing the element's size preference along 
the dimension of interest; 

"E.firsf and "E.last" are the first and last components, respectively, of E; 
"total" is the total amount of space allocated to the Leaf constraint; 
"before" is the amount of space to be allocated to the element before 
(i.e., above or to the left of) its origin point; 
"after" is the amount of space to be allocated to the element after 
(i.e., below or to the right of) its origin point; and divide(...) is the Elastic 
divide operation. 

This computation is very similar to the computation in step (14) of Algorithm 12 
and has a very similar purpose: to divide up an available amount of space (whose size in 
20 this case is stored in the variable "total") according to the preferred sizes and elasticities 
of two Elastics representing size preferences for the portions of the object on the two 
sides of the origin point. This computation also resembles, both in its mechanism and in 
its purpose, the computation in Algorithm 4 for allocating space to the constraints 
contained in a Series Composition constraint. 
25 If the origin point of a given element is coimected to a fiducial along the grid 

dimension of interest, then the element will be attached to three fiducials: a fiducial A to 
which the "leading" (top or left) edge of the element is attached, a fiducial B to which 



10 



15 
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the origin of the element is attached, and a fiducial C to which the "trailing" (bottom or 
right) edge of the element is attached. In this situation, there will still be a Leaf 
constraint connecting the fiducial A to the fiducial C, but two additional Leaf 
constraints are added to the fiducial graph for the element. One of these additional Leaf 
5 constraints connects the fiducial A to the fiducial B, while the other Leaf constraint 
connects the fiducial B to the fiducial C. The Elastic associated with the first of these 
additional Leaf constraints is the first component of the element's OriginElastic, while 
the Elastic associated with the second of these additional Leaf constraints is the last 
component of the element's OriginElastic. As an optimization, the overall Leaf 

10 constraint that connects the fiducials A and C may be omitted in the common case 

where the Elastic fi'om A to C equals the Elastic sum of the Elastic firom A to B and the 
Elastic from B to C. 

The second extension to the algorithms for grid layout entails the addition of 
mechanisms to support the specification and use of an origin point for the grid itself 

15 The following requirements need to be addressed: 

* A vertical and a horizontal fiducial must be associated with the origin 
point of the grid. Edges or origin points of grid elements can be attached 
to these fiducials in order to align the elements as desired with respect to 
the grid's origin point. 

20 * The size preference of the grid along each dimension must be computed 
as an OriginElastic whose first and last components reflect the size 
preferences of the contents of the grid that are attached on one side or the 
other of the origin point. The total of these first and last components 
must reflect the overall size preference of the grid along the dimension of 

25 interest. 

* The assignment of positions to fiducials must be capable of proceeding 
on the basis of a specified position of the grid's origin point between the 
head and tail fiducials of the grid. 
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To compute grid layouts using origins, the concept of fiducial graphs must be 
extended so that a fiducial graph can have not only head and tail nodes but also an 
origin node. The rules for Algorithm 1, which produces the partially reduced fiducial 
graph, must be amended so that the origin node always remains a node of the partially 
5 reduced fiducial graph and is never absorbed into a Series Composition constraint as an 
intemal node. Figure 15 is a fiducial graph including an origin node. The graph 1800 is 
provided as an example. If no special treatment were given to the origin node 1852, 
step (3) of Algorithm 1 would absorb node 1852 along with constraints 1810 and 1812 
into a single Series Composition constraint, eliminating origin node 1852 fi-om the 
10 partially reduced fiducial graph. 

To represent a partially reduced fiducial graph including an origin node, a new 
class called OriginGridConstraint is introduced. This class is a subclass of 
NetworkGridConstraint, so an OriginGridConstraint object inherits all the fields and 
methods of a NetworkGridConstraint object, including the methods described in 
u 15 Algorithms 7 through 12. In addition, an OriginGridConstraint object has another field: 

"origin" is the fiducial object that corresponds to the origin node of the partially 
reduced fiducial graph. 
□ Furthermore, OriginGridConstraint has a method 

OriginGridConstraint.get-origin-elastic that computes the OriginElastic value 
20 representing the size preferences of a partially reduced fiducial graph including an origin 
node according to the embodiment described in Algorithm 13, below . 



Algorithm 13 

According to one embodiment, the definition of {ogc.get-origin-elastic}, where 
ogc is an OriginGridConstraint includes the following: 
25 1 . For each constraint c in ogc.components, ask c to compute its associated 
Elastic. 

2. Remove all elements firom ogc.disabled-back-links. 

3 . Call {ogc.propagate-stretch ogc.head} . 
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4. Remove all elements from ogc. disabled-back-links. 

5 . Call {ogc.reverse-propagate-stretch ogc.tail} . 

6. Let no be ogc.nodemap[ogc.origin]. 
Let nt be ogc.nodemap[ogc.tail]. 

5 7. Let oe be an OriginElastic whose first component is equal to 
no.elastic-from-head and whose last component is equal to 
no. elastic-to-tail. 

8. Adjust oe so that its total Elastic is equal to nt.elastic-from-head. This 
step uses the method for overriding Elastics. 
10 9. Return oe. 

iji Algorithm 13 is similar to Algorithm 7, except that since the get-origin-elastic 

method of Algorithm 13 needs to return a more detailed value than the get-elastic 
"2 method of Algorithm 7, several additional steps are required in Algorithm 13. Notably, 

n the OriginElastic computed by Algorithm 1 3 must contain information about size 

5 15 preferences between the origin point and both the head and tail fiducials of the grid. 

: ^ This information is easily available in the elastic-from-head and elastic-to-tail fields of 

□ the origin node in the partially reduced fiducial graph, but in order to prepare all this 

information it is necessary to call both the propagate-stretch method, which computes 
the elastic-from-head values, and the reverse-propagate-stretch method, which computes 
20 the elastic-to-tail values. This requirement contrasts with the simpler situation in 
Algorithm 7, where only the propagate-stretch method needs to be called. 

Steps (1) through (3) of Algorithm 13 are identical to the corresponding steps of 
Algorithm 7. As in Algorithm 7, step (1) computes the Elastic value describing the size 
preference of each constraint; step (2) prepares for and step (3) calls the propagate- 
25 stretch method that computes the elastic-from-head value for every node in the partially 
reduced fiducial graph. 

Steps (4) and (5) of Algorithm 13 have no counterpart in Algorithm 7. Step (4) 
prepares for and step (5) calls the reverse-propagate-stretch method that computes the 
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elastic-to-tail value for every node in the partially reduced fiducial graph. This 
information is not needed in Algorithm 7 but is needed in step (7) of Algorithm 13. 

Step (6) of Algorithm 13 sets the variables "no" and "nt" to the origin node and 
tail node of the partially reduced fiducial graph, respectively. Thus, for the graph 1800 
shown in Figure 18, the variable "no" would be set to the origin node 1852 and the 
variable "nt" would be set to the tail node 1854. 

Step (7) creates an initial approximation to the desired result by creating an 
OriginElastic whose first component is the size preference fi"om the head node to the 
origin node, and whose last component is the size preference fi'om the origin node to the 
tail node. The values of these components are easily obtained by accessing the 
elastic-fi-om-head and elastic-to-tail fields, respectively, of the origin node. 

Figure 16 is a simple fiducial graph having an origin node. In the graph 1900, 
the elastic-fi-om-head value of the origin node 1952 is simply equal to the Elastic value 
representing the size preference of the constraint 1910 that connects the head node 1950 
to the origin node 1952, and the elastic-to-tail value of the origin node 1952 is simply 
equal to the Elastic value representing the size preference of the constraint 1912 that 
connects the origin node 1952 to the tail node 1954. In this case it is apparent that the 
desired OriginElastic is one whose first and last components are exactly the values 
assigned in step (7). 

However, in more complex graphs, such as the graph 1800 of Figure 15, an 
adjustment may be necessary. The Elastic sum of the first and last components of the 
OriginElastic computed by Algorithm 13 must equal the overall size preference of the 
grid. The OriginElastic computed in step (7) already has this property for the graph 
1900 and for any other graph in which all paths fi-om the head node to the tail node pass 
through the origin node, but other fiducial graphs such as graph 1800 have paths (such 
as constraint 1814) from the head node to the tail node that do not pass through the 
origin node. In such graphs, it is possible that the paths that do not pass through the 
origin node result in a less compliant size preference than the paths that do pass through 
the origin node. For example, in graph 1800, the size preferences of constraints 1810 
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and 1812 might both be more compUant than the size preference of constraint 1814. In 
such a case, the OriginElastic computed in step (7) will have two compliant components 
that reflect the preferred sizes and elasticities associated with the constraints 1810 and 
1812 . The Elastic sum of these two values will have the same elasticity as the more 
5 compliant of these two values and therefore will be more compliant than the overall size 
preference of constraint 1814. 

Step (8) of Algorithm 13 addresses this problem by adjusting the components of 
the OriginElastic value from step (7) so that the Elastic sum of the two components 
equals the Elastic value representing the overall size preference from the head node to 
O 1 0 the tail node of the partially reduced fiducial graph. In the previously described 

sQ example involving graph 1800, the components of the OriginElastic value will thus be 

Jii adjusted so that their Elastic sum equals the Elastic value representing the size 

Ji; preference of constraint 1814. The adjustment is performed by computing two Elastic 

:p values that sum to the desired overall Elastic value, while at the same time preserving, 

n 15 to the extent possible, the preferred sizes and elasticities of the component Elastic 

5=J values relative to each other. A method for performing this adjustment is described in 

H U.S. Serial No. 09/625,65 1, filed July 26, 2000, entitled "Overriding Elastic Values For 

p Graphical Objects," by Robert H. Halstead, Jr., which is a continuation-in-part of U.S. 

Serial No. 09/364,470, filed July 30, 1999, entitled "Multiple Pass Layout of Graphical 
20 Objects With Elastics," by Robert H. Halstead, Jr. and David E. Hollingsworth, the 
entire contents of which are incorporated herein by reference. 

At the conclusion of step (8), the desired OriginElastic has been computed in the 
variable "oe". Accordingly, step (9) simply returns this value as the result of the get- 
origin-elastic method call. 
25 The process of assigning positions to fiducials in an OriginGridConstraint 

requires minor changes to handle the existence of a fiducial associated with a grid's 
origin point. The operation of the OriginGridConstraint.set-fiducials method is almost 
identical to the operation of the NetworkGridConstraint.set-fiducials method described 
in Algorithm 11. The only difference is that the processing in step (1) of Algorithm 1 1 
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is modified so that the origin fiducial, in addition to the head and tail fiducials, is 
marked as having had a position initially assigned. 

As a straightforward extension of the capabilities described above for grid layout 
using origins, the capabilities for laying out tables such as those illustrated in Figures 1 
5 and 2 can be augmented to permit the alignment of objects using their origins. The 
Table class implemented in the Curl programming language allows the specification in 
any row or column that the origins of table elements in that row or column should be 
aligned. An option specification such as 



vahgn = "origin" 



10 on a table row will cause the origins of table elements in that row to be aligned. The 



option can also be specified on an individual table element to cause its origin to be 
^ aligned with those of any similarly marked table elements in the same row. An "halign" 

L option is similarly available for aligning origins of elements in table colunms. 

Q 

The implementation of the valign feature is straightforward: for every table row 

ru 

Lj 15 that has one or more elements whose origins are to be aligned, a fiducial in the 

H underlying grid is created and the origins of the applicable elements are attached to that 

fiducial. The implementation of the halign feature in table columns is entirely 

analogous. 

Figure 17 is a table having the origins of some elements aligned. The table 2000 
20 shown in Figure 17 illustrates various alignments that are possible. This table contains 
elements 2010, 2012, 2014, 2020, 2022, and 2024 arranged into two rows and three 
columns. Within the elements are origin points 201 1, 2013, 2015, 2021, 2023, and 
2025. Li the first table row, the origins of elements 2010 and 2014 are aligned, while in 
the second row the origins of elements 2020 and 2022 are aligned. In the first column, 
25 the origins of elements 2010 and 2020 are aligned, while in the third column, the origins 
of elements 2014 and 2024 are aUgned. There is no alignment of origins in the second 
table colunrn. To implement these alignments, fiducials 2050, 2054, 2060, and 2062 are 
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created in the grid that underiies table 2000 and the element origins are attached to these 
fiducials as indicated in Figure 17. Note that an origin point can be attached to fiducials 
in both dimensions, as in the case of elements 2010, 2014, and 2020. Alternatively, an 
origin point can be attached only to a horizontal fiducial, as in the case of element 2022, 
5 or only to a vertical fiducial, as in the case of element 2024, or an origin point can be 
attached to no fiducials at all, as in the case of element 2012. 

Those of ordinary skill in the art realize that methods involved in a system and 
method for processing grid layout may be embodied in a computer program product that 
includes a computer-usable medium. For example, such a computer usable medium can 

10 include a readable memory device, such as a hard drive device, a CD-ROM, a 

DVD-ROM, a computer diskette or solid-state memory components (ROM, RAM), 
having computer readable program code segments stored thereon. The computer 
readable medium can also include a communications or transmission medium, such as a 
bus or a communications link, either optical, wired, or wireless, having program code 

15 segments carried thereon as digital or analog data signals. 

While this invention has been particularly shown and described with references 
to preferred embodiments thereof, it will be understood by those skilled in the art that 
various changes in form and details may be made therein without departing from the 
scope of the invention encompassed by the appended claims. 



